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The finest ever accorded to sterling merit is contained in Taz Lascer, of 
Aurcust 8, es 207-8, which embodies the “ Report of Tus Laycer Special Commis- 
sion on Natural Mineral Waters,” “‘ Johannis”—the subject of the a? selected from 
amongst the Natural Mineral |\"aters of the world as pane > of this 
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NATURAL TABLE WATERS. 
CHARGED ENTIRELY WITH ITS OWN NATURAL GAS. 


To be obtained from all Chemists, Wine Merchants, and Stores at the following 
prices per Dozen delivered :— 


Bottles. 4-Bottles. 
6/- 4/6 
Springs: 


ZOLLHAUS, GERMANY. 


}-Bottles. 
3/6 


Bottles. 
6/6 


}-Bottles. 


}-Bottles. 
5/- 3/9 


London | Country 


London Offices: 
®, REGENT STREET, 8.W- 


M I D L A N D LONDON 
RAILWAY 
HOTELS. 


Specialities: 


MIDLAND GRAN D HOTEL. 
(This Hotel is within Shilling cab fare 
of Gray’s-inn, Inns of Court, 
Lemple Bar, and Law Courts, dc. 
ao to all parts every 


ADE PHI HOTEL. 
(The Hotel de Luxe of the North.) 
MIDLAND HOTEL 


(Excellent Restaurant.) 


| LIVERPOOL - 
BRADFORD - 
Comrorrt. 


Cursrxe. LEEDS - - QUEEN’S HOTEL. 
Very Mopenarte Cuances. | DERBY - - MIDLAND HOTEL. 


W. TOWLE, Manager Midland Railway Hotels. 


LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY. 
ESTABLISHED OVER HALF A CENTURY. 
FLEET STREET, LONDON. 


10, 





FREE, 
SIMPLE, 


SECURE. 


TOTAL ASSETS, £2,831,000. INCOME, £318,000. 
The Yearly New Business exceeds ONE MILLION. 


TRUSTEES. 
The Right Hon. Lord HALSBURY. 
The Right Hon. Lord COLERIDGE, The Lord Chief Justice. 
The Hon. Mr. Justice KEKEWICH. 
The Right Hon. Sir JAMES PARKER DEANE, Q.C., D.C.L. 
FREDERICK JOHN BLAKE, Esq. 
WILLIAM WILLIAMS, Esq. 
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Cases Reported this Week. 


In the Solicitors’ Journal. Ferndale Industrial Co-operative So- 
Anderson v. Dean ........ .... ciety (Lamited), In re : 
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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Tue Lann Transrer Brit has passed through Committee in 
the House of Lords without amendment, but the Lord Chancellor 
referred to the memorandum from the Incorporated Law Society 
(printed in our issue last week), and said that some of the 
strictures ed by the society were well founded, and that he 
would endeavour to meet them by amendments which he would 
put down in the Standing Committee. ; 
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A LARGE meeting of representatives of the Provincial Law 
Societies was held at the Law Institution on Wednesday to con- 
sider the course to be adopted with reference to the Land 
Transfer Bill. The meeting was adjourned to Wednesday, the 
9th inst. In the meantime the Council of the Incorporated Law 
Society are continuing their preparations to offer a vigorous 
resistance to the Bill if it is te ught forward by the Govern- 
ment in the House of Commons. 





Tue NAME and date of call to the English bar of the new 
Queen’s Counsel appointed this week are as follows: Mr. 
Epwarp Henry Carson, M.P. (Q.0. of the Irish bar), 1893. 





THE VACATION NoTICE, which will be found in another column, 
calls for no remark. It is practically on the same lines as that 
issued for the Easter Vacation. Mr. Justice Kunnepy is the 
Vacation Judge. 





Mr. Justice Kexewicn has intimated to the leading counsel 
practising in his court that any motions in which both sides 
can agree to fix a day for the hearing may be placed in the 
paper of the day on Tuesday, Wednesday, or Thursday next 


week. 





UNDER THE RULES respecting examiners of the court, the 
appointment of barristers to act in that capacity lasts only for a 
period of five years (R. 8. C., ord. 37, r. 40). That period ex- 
pired in the early part of the ‘present year, and a statement of 
the names of the present examiners recently appointed will be 
found in another column. Many of the names are those of 
examiners who on this occasion are reappointed. 





By tue end of this week Court of Appeal, No. 2 will 
have disposed of the whole of the Chancery final appeals in 
their list. There will be two or three interlocutory appeals 
ready before the end of the sittings, but the outlook for the 
approaching sittings indicates that Queen’s Bench appeals may 
be heard in both divisions of the court during the greater part 
of the Pete up to the 12th of August. 





WE vnperstanD that, in the case-of Re Holford, Holford vy. 
Holford, which was argued before the Court of Appeal on Tues- 
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day and Wednesday last, judgment has been reserved. With- 
out in the slightest degree referring to the arguments on either 
side we may remind our readers that in this case Currry, J. 
(ante, p. 335), expressed his dissent from the view of Norrn, J., 
who has held that, even in the case of a class of children not 
capable of increase by the birth of other children, income can- 
not, under the statutory power, be applied for the maintenance 
of infants of that class after one of them has attained a vested 
interest in the fund and income, the whole of the income going 
to that child who has attained twenty-one. It is needless to 
point out the importance of the decision to be given by the Court 
of Appeal, as it will affect all settlements and wills where the 
Conveyancing Act has been relied on for the maintenance clause, 
and we await the judgment of the Court of Appeal with interest. 





Tue pectston of the Court of Appeal in Wind v. Nineteenth 
Century Building Society (reported elsewhere) reveals two flaws 
in section 2 of the Conveyancing Act, 1892. Upon section 
14 of the Act of 1881 it was decided that a lessor who, 
upon a breach of covenant being committed by the lessee 
in respect of which the lease was liable to be forfeited, 
served the statutory notice on the lessee requiring him to 
remedy the breach and make compensation, could not re- 
cover from the lessee his surveyor’s charges or solicitor’s 
costs : Skinners’ Co. v. Knight (40 W.R. 57; 1891, 2 Q. B. 542). 
And, further, that although under section 14 relief could be 
given to an underlessee as against his immediate lessor, it could 
not be given to him as against the head lessor: Burt v. Gray 
(39 W. R. 429; 1891, 2 Q. B. 98). The Conveyancing Act, 
1892, was passed, infer alia, to remedy these two defects. Sec- 
tion 2 enables a lessor to recover as a debt due to him from the 
lessee, and, in addition to damages (if any), all reasonable costs 
and expenses properly incurred by the lessor in the employment 
of a solicitor and surveyor or valuer in reference to any breach 
giving rise to a right of re-entry or forfeiture which, at the request 
of the lessee, is waived by the lessor in writing under his hand, 
or from which the lessee is relieved under the provisions of the 
Conveyancing Acts, 1881 and 1892. And section 4 enables an 
underlessee, in cases where the lessor is proceeding by action or 
otherwise to enforce a right of re-entry or forfeiture, to obtain 
an order vesting the term in himself. But while the one section 
remedies the first defect in section 14 of the Act of 1881 taken 
by iteelf, and the other section remedies the second defect, they 
do not meet the case, combining both defects, where the lessor 
serves a notice on the first lessee, and to avoid a forfeiture 
the breach is forthwith remedied by the underlessee. This is 
now clear from Wind v. Nineteenth Century Building Society, in 
which the Court of Appeal have held that section 2 of the 
Act of 1892 applies, like section 14 of the Act of 1881, 
only as between a lessor and his immediate lessee. But a 
further and more important question arose as to the condi- 
tions under which section 2 comes into operation. As stated 
above, the lessor can recover his surveyor’s charges and soli- 
citor’s costs when the lessee is relieved from the forfeiture under 
the provisions of the Acts, I£ the lessee complies with the statu- 
tory notice, and remedies the breach or makes compensation, no 
right of forfeiture ever becomes enforceable, and no relief is 
given under the Acts. Consequently section 2 does not apply, 
and the lessor cannot recover the costs in question. For the 
purpose of the case it was not necessary to decide this point, 
and A. L. Ssrrn, L.J., expressed no opinion on it; but Davey, 
L.J., with whose judgment the Master of the Rolls expressed 
his concurrence, adopted the above view. Obviously this robs 
the section of much of its value, and the defect, as well as the 
failure of the section to give a remedy against an underlessee, 
should be remedied as speedily as possible. 





Tue DEctsion of the Court of Appeal in Smith v. Hancock (ante, 
. 416) suggests that in future upon the sale of the goodwill of a 
usiness the covenant by the vendor not to carry on a competing 
trade will have to. be framed so as to restrain also the business 
adventures of his wife. In the case in question the defendant 
carried on the business of a grocer at Kidsgrove in Stafford- 
shire. Ona sale of the business to the plaintiff he covenanted 








“not to carry on or be in anywise interested in the business of 
a wholesale or retail grocer” within a distance of five miles 
from the premises during a period of ten years. At the time he 
carried on the business he was assisted by his wife and her 
nephew, Joun Kerr. On the sale of the business he retired 
from business in accordance with his covenant, and he did not 
himself engage in business again, but subsequently his wife em- 
ployed money belonging to her as her separate estate in starting 
a rival business on her own account, the business being conducted 
for her by Jonn Kerr. The question raised in the action was 
whether the defendant had carried on or was interested in this 
business within the meaning of his covenant. The evidence 
shewed that he had rendered some slight assistance to his wife in 
drawing up a circular, and that he had distributed some copies 
of it, and also that he had assisted her in the negotiations for 
the new premises, and had introduced Kerr to certain whole- 
sale houses. But there the matter stopped, and it did not 
appear that he had actually taken a part in carrying on the 
business, or that he had any interest in it. The majority of 
the court held that he had committed no breach of the covenant, 
and upon the fair construction of the words there can be little 
doubt that this decision was right. To copy a circular and to 
give some copies to friends is not to carry on business, though 
they are acts from which a scrupulous man would under such 
circumstances refrain. Nor is a man interested in a business, in 
the ordinary meaning of such a covenant, because the business is 
carried on by a person in whose success he may naturally be 
supposed to be interested. The suggestion of Kay, L.J., that 
the husband was interested in the business because he interested 
himself in it seems to involve a dangerous laxity of language. 
The conclusion is inevitable that, since a wife is now able to 
carry on business on her own account without imposing on her 
husband any liability or giving him any right, the business is, 
so far as he is concerned, on the same footing as the business of 
a stranger, and in the case of a stranger the acts above referred 
to could hardly be deemed to amount to a breach of the 
covenant. 





Tue case of Re Coe (ante, p. 421) raised the question 
whether the scale for a vendor's solicitor negotiating a sale 
of property by private contract applied where the property the 
subject of the negotiation was the goodwill of a business. In 
the event it was unnecessary to decide the general question, for 
the consideration in the contract which was the result of the 
negotiations —— to other matters (including the grant of a 
lease) besides the goodwill, and, there being no express appor- 
tionment of the amount between them, and the court rejecting 
evidence on this head, it became impossible to say how much 
was attributable to the goodwill and how much to the other 
matters, and, in consequence, to calculate what the negotiating 
fee would be supposing that fee to attach to the sale of the 
goodwill. The taxing master, however, gave his opinion on the 
point against the claim to a scalefee. He thought that, though 
the goodwill was assigned by deed, the transaction was not a 
matter of conveyancing within rule 2 of the order, and as such 
covered by the negotiating fee under Schedule I., any more than 
a treaty for a lease concluded by a deed, and he referred to Je 
Field (33 W. R. 504, and on appeal, 553; 29 Ch. D. 608) and 
Re Martin (37 W. R. 497, 41 Ch. D. 381). But his reasoning 
does not seem to be in accord with the following observations of 
Lord Macnacuren in Parker v. Blenkhorn, 37 W. R. 401, 14 App. 
Cas., at p. 10): ‘*I cannot agree . . . that there is no distinction 
to be found in the Remuneration Order between the treatment 
of business connected with sales and the treatment of business 
connected with leases. It appears to me that there is a very 
marked and very important distinction. All the business con- 
nected with a lease, from the commencement of the transaction 
down to its completion, is treated as one single operation to be 
remunerated by one charge. The business connected with a 
sale . . . is divided into two parts or stages. . . . For 
each of these two parts a separate charge is prescribed in the 
scale schedule.” It was pointed out in these columns in 1891 
(35 Soxicrrors’ Journat, 690) that in the opinion of the 
Council of the Incorporated Law Society the conducting and 
negotiating scales applied to all descriptions of property, in- 
cluding stocks, moneys, and personal property, and the language 
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of the Remuneration Order was referred to as supporting this 
view. Nevertheless, Ouantes, J., in chambers, held, in an un- 
reported case, commented on in the Soxicrrors’ JourNAL (supra), 
that the scale did not apply to a sale of pictures negotiated by 
solicitors, on the ground that the sale of pictures was not 
@ conveyancing matter in respect of which the negotiation 
fee could be claimed, and the taxing master, in the ab- 
sence of any reported case deciding the point, may have 
relied on this case, to which he referred in his answer to 
objections. His conclusion was that the scale did not apply to 
chattels such as pictures, furniture, horses, and unless a goodwill 
could be distinguished from such articles as well as from a lease 
it could not apply to a goodwill. The argument for the solici- 
tor before Currry, J., was chiefly directed to getting over the 
difficulties presented by the reasoning of Kay, L.J., in Re 
Stewart (37 W. R. 484, 41 Ch. D. 494), where it was held that 
the grant of an easement in land was not a conveyance of 
property within the meaning of Schedule I., PartI. The judg- 
ment of Kay, L.J., suggests that in his view the “property” 
for the sale of which the schedule provides a negotiating fee is 
limited to such property as is specified in the next clause, which 
prescribes the fee for “‘ deducing title to freehold, copyhold, or 
leasehold property, and perusing and completing conveyance.” 
Currry, J., remarked, in the course of the argument, that the 
reasoning in Re Stewart was against the solicitor, but refused 
the application on the particular facts, observing that the 
general question did not come up for decision. 





SEVERAL Ports of legal interest were raised in the case of 
Muirhead v. The Commercial Cable Co,, decided by Mr. Justice 
Kennepy last Saturday. The plaintiffs, who are the patentees 
and proprietors of certain patents for the system of duplicating 
cables known as the Muirhead Cable System, sued the defend- 
ants, a foreign company incorporated under the laws of the 
United States, the owners of certain cables connecting North 
America, Ireland, and France, to recover royalties under a 
written agreement of licence which they had from the plaintiffs. 
The questions raised by the case were partly legal and partly 
scientific. The scientific question—viz., was the invention com- 
prised in the plaintiffs’ patent of 1876, alleged to have expired 
under the American interdependence clause, the same as that 
comprised in their later patent of 1880 ?—was answered by Mr. 
Justice Kznnepy in the negative. We need not dwell on this 
part of the case. But the legal aspects were more important. 
(1) Suppose that an American patent contains, on the face of 
it, no reference to any prior foreign patent, dces the inter- 
dependence law, limiting its duration by that of the previous 
foreign patent, apply? Kernnepy, J., holds that it does, and 
we think he is right (cf. Bate Refrigerating Co. v. Hammond, 129 
U.8. 151). (2) Can an English judge, sitting in an English 
court, hold that an American patent has expired without proof 
of an American decision tc that effect? This question was, 
however, set aside, on the ground that the agreement between 
the parties expressly stipulated that the contract should be an 
English one, and that all disputes arising under it should be 
settled by English law. (3) Does the rule that a licensee is 
estopped from disputing the validity of his licensor’s patent 
prevent him from alleging that it has expired under the inter- 
dependence law? Mr. Justice Kennepy holds that it does not, 
and here again we agree with his lordship. The rule in 
question contemplates an attack on the validity of the grant 
per 8. 





REPEATED DECISIONS seem unable to dispel the fallacy that 
the Judgments Act, 1839, s. 7 (Registration of Lis Pendens), gave 
the registering party greater rights than he had before. The 
statute was, in fact, passed to protect purchasers from the very 
severe doctrine of lis yendens under which a purchaser could only 
buy subject to an existing suit whether he knew of it or not, 
The statute merely provides that a purchaser without express notice 
shall not be bound by an unregistered lis pendens. The regis- 
tration is ‘‘ personal” —.c., it does not, as in the Middlesex 
Registry, describe the property, but it merely contains the title, 
tone, or profession of ‘‘ the person whose estate is intended to be 


not apply to personal estate, mainly on the use of the word 
“ estate” in the above Act. If the statute had been an enabling 
statute the argument would have been cogent, but, that fallacy 
being destroyed, the ent turned against its own pro- 
pounder. In fact, it could only be urged, ‘“‘ The islature 
thought lis pendens did not affect personalty and therefore they 
only protected purchasers of realty ”—ergo, leaving purchasérs of 
personalty unprotected. Currry, J., considered the Legislature 
thought otherwise, and in any case he is quite clear that the 
doctrine of lis pendens applies to personalty. As the united 
research of three or four counsel failed to discover a single 
direct authority on the point, the decision, which is to 
appealed, is an important one. 





A aqvestion of importance in the practice of the Divorce 
Court, and involving the still larger question of the right of a 
party to cross-examine a witness whose evidence is to be used 
against him, has been raised by the judgment of the Court of 
Appeal (delivered on Wednesday) in the case of Allen v. Allen 
and Bell, where the learned judge in the court below refused to 
allow the co-respondent to cross-examine the respondent, and 
yet, in his direction to the jury, contrasted the story told by the 
respondent with that told by the co-respondent. The Court of 
— held that, having so refused, this was a misdirection, 
and although they declined to say that the learned judge was 
wrong in refusing to allow the cross-examination, they never- 
theless expressed grave doubt as to whether the case of Glennis 
v. Glennie (1863, 3 Sw. & Tr. 109), on which the judge below 
had relied, could now be supported. Leave has been granted 
to appeal to the House of Lords. 





WE Anz informed that the President of the Yorkshire Law 
Society (Mr. F. J. Munny, of York) lately issued invitations to 
those law clerks within the city of York who have been more 
than ten years consecutively in their respective offices, and that 
on Thursday evening, the 26th ult., a dinner was held in the 
De Grey Rooms. The event is worth recording as having 
elicited the fact that in twenty-two solicitors’ offices in York 
there are thirty-eight clerks whose term of continuous service 
amounts to 753 years, or an average of almost twenty years 
for each clerk in one place. 





A very convenient map of the County of London, with the 
names of the parishes and principal places embraced therein, 
has been issued by Messrs. Wricut, Opett, & Co., of 52, 
Chancery-lane. The object of the map is mainly to shew 
boundaries for the purpose of executions, but now that the 
County of London is generally used for descriptions in assur- 
ances of property, the map will be found additionally useful 
for this purpose. It ought to find a place on the walls of most 
London solicitors’ offices. 








THE FINANCE BILL. 


Ir is hardly necessary for us to say that this journal never 
discusses any question of party politics; we do not intend to 
express any opinion as to the policy of this Bill; all that we 
shall do is to discuss some of its clauses. 
It is so extremely difficult for our readers to understand our 
criticisms without having the Bill before them that we shall 
reprint some of its clauses verbatim. 
The Bill provides : 
‘‘1.—In the case of eve d after the commencement 
of this part of this Act, rood wall, 1 Bar hereinafter ssly pro- 
vided, be levied and paid upon the principal value of all property, 
real or personal, settled or not settled, which passes on the dea’ such 
person, a duty called ‘ estate duty,’ at the graduated rates hereinafter 
mentioned, and the duties mentioned in the First Schedule to this 
on shall not be levied in respect of property chargeable with such estate 
w y.”’ 


The ‘‘commencement of the first part of the Act” is the 





affected thereby.” In Wigram v. Buckley (reported elsewhere) 
it was gravely contended that the doctrine of lis pendens did 





expiration of the last day of May, 1894 (see clause 20). 
he duties which are abolished are the existing probate, 
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estate, and account duties, the additional succession duty 
imposed by section 21 of the Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 
1888, and the legacy or succession duty at £1 per cent. 
sae ble under the will or intestacy of the deceased, or on his 
iG ade his disposition or any devolution from him.” 

It will be noticed that the new estate duty resembles probate 
duty, inasmuch as it is to be paid in respect of the capital value 
of the property passing on death, not on the amount taken by 
each beneficiary; that it differs from it inasmuch as it extends 
to realty and to settled property which passes on the death of 
the deceased. By a subsequent clause (3) all these properties 
are to form an aggregate fund (with some exceptions) for the 

of determining the rate at which the duty is to be paid, 
a rate which depends upon the amount of the property which is 
dutiable, and a rateable part of the estate duty is made a charge 
on each part of the estate which does not vest in the executor 
(see clause (9) ). 

The Bill further provides :-— 

** 2.—(1) Property paesing on the death of the deceased shail be deemed 
to include the property following, that is to say— 

** (a) Property of which the deceased was at the time of his death 
competent to dispose. 

‘** (b) Property in which the deceased or any other person had an 
interest ceasing on the death of the deceased where a benefit 
accrues or arises to any person, 

** (c) Property which would be required on the death of the deceased 
to be included in an account under section thirty-eight of the 
Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 1881, as amended by section 
eleven of the Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 1889, if those 
sections were herein enacted and extended to real property as 
well as personal property, and the words ‘voluntary’ and 
‘voluntarily’ and a reference to a ‘volunteer’ were omitted 
therefrom. And, 

** (d) Any annuity or other interest purchased or provided by the 
deceased, either by himself alone or in concert or by arrangement 
with any other person, to the extent of the beneficial interest 
accruing or arising by survivorship or otherwise on the death of 
the deceased ; and all such property when situate out of the United 
Kingdom shall be included if it is liable to legacy or succession 
duty or would be so liable but for the relationship of the person 
to whom it passes. 

‘* (2) Estate duty shall not be payable in respect of property held by 
the deceased as trustee for another person under a disposition not made 
by the deceased.”’ 

The following points require notice :— 

The words in sub-clause (a) appear to be sufficiently wide 
to include all property over which the deceased had either 
@ general or special power exercisable at the time of his 
death. Under the existing law the question whether personal 
property subject to a general testamentary power of appoint- 
ment is liable to duty or not depends upon whether the 
power is exercised or not. The Bill not only extends the pro- 
vision to real estate, but makes the property subject to the 
power liable to duty even if the power is not exercised. 

The question as to special powers has not the importance 
that it appears to have, for, except in cases of very rare occur- 
rence, a special power of appointment only exists where there is 
a settlement, so that either the estate duty becomes payable on 
the death of the donee from his being a tenant for life under 
the settlement (see clause 2 (4)), or the estate duty will 
already have been paid, so that no more will be payable on the 
death of the donee (see clause 4). 

In the large number of cases in which the donee of the power, 
whether general or special, is willing that the property should 
go in default of appointment, he can, by releasing his power, 
avoid liability to duty under this sub-section, but in cases of 
this nature duty will generally be payable by virtue of clause 
2 () or clause 4 (d). 

ere is a question, not without difficulty, whether the sub- 

clause — to a simple power of revocation, but this is 

immaterial, as most cases where there are such powers are 
ed by clause 2 (c). 

The words in clause (2) (4), “‘ where a benefit accrues to or 
arises to any person,” appear to have been inserted for the 
purpose of shewing that an annuity for the life of the deceased 
secured by covenant only is not to be included ; but the words 
are, perhaps, unnecessary. The words “ or any other person ” 
will give rise to some difficulty, as both the person who has 
the interest that ceases and the person to whom the benefit 
accrues may be strangers to the deceased. 





Leases for lives at a rent are still occasionally to be found. 
Suppose that A. grants a lease to B. at a rent for the life of C., 
C. dies, B. has an interest in the property demised ceasing on 
the death of C., where a benefit accrues to A. Therefore that 
property is subject to estate duty on the death of C. Under 
clause 3 this property forms an estate of itself; and it appears 
to be liable for duty in respect of the full value of the property, 
without any allowance being made for the loss of rent incurred 
by A. This can hardly be intended, as, if the lease is at rack 


rent, A. neither loses nor gains by the death of C. It may be - 


argued that this liability is prevented from attaching by the 7th 
clause, which provides that the ‘‘ existing law and practice 
relating to,” inter alia, succession duty ‘shall, subject to the 
provisions of this Act, apply for the purposes of the collection 
and recovery of estate duty,” and therefore makes 16 & 17 
Vict. c. 51, 8. 38, providing for allowances to be made to a suc- 
cessor who relinquishes property, apply. We submit that the 
Bill should be amended so as to render the point perfectly clear. 


The sections of the Acts of 1881 and 1889 referred to, with 
the variations introduced by sub-clause (c), read as follows :— 


‘* Any property taken as a donatio mortis causd made by any person dying 
after May, 1894, or taken under a disposition made by any person so 
dying purporting to act as an immediate gift inter vivos, whether by way 
of transfer, delivery, declaration of trust, or otherwise, which shall not 
have been made bond fide twelve months before the death of the deceased, 
and property taken under any gift, whenever made, of which property bond 
Jide possession and enjoyment shall not have been assumed by the donee 
immediately upon the gift, and thenceforward retained to the entire exclu- 
sion of the donor or of any benefit to him by contract or otherwise. 

‘* Any property which a person so dying having been absolutely entitled 
thereto has caused or may cause to be transferred to or vested in himself 
and any other person, or has purchased or invested by himself alone or in 
concert or by arrangement with any other person so that the beneficial 
interest therein passes or accrues by survivorship on his death to suchr 
person. 

‘‘ Any property, and the proceeds of sale of any property, passing 
under any past or future settlement made by any person so dying by 
deed or any other instrument not taking effect as a will, and any trust 
whether expressed in writing or otherwise, and if contained in a deed or 
other instrument effecting the settlement whether such deed or other 
instrument was made for valuable consideration or not as between the 
settlor and any other person, whereby an interest in such property for 
life or any other period determinable by reference to death is reserved 
either expressly or by implication to the settlor or whereby the settlor 
may have reserved to himself the right by the exercise of any power to 
restore to himself or to reclaim the absolute interest in such property.”’ 


To sum up, the property described in sub-clause (c) appears 
to include— 

(1) Gifts of every nature not made twelve months before 
death ; 

(2) Gifts made at any time where the donor retains for any 
period, however short, any interest in or power over the 
property ; 

(3) Any property either belonging to the deceased or pur- 
chased by arrangement with any other person and vested in 
himself and that other person so that the beneficial interest 
passes on his death to that other person ; 

(4) Any property settled otherwise than by will whereby a 
life interest or power of revocation is given to the settlor. 

These provisions, if construed literally, will give rise to a 
good deal of hardship, as they will apply to gifts of every 
nature made by the deceased within one year before his death. 
For example, they will apply to allowances made to a son at 
college, or to daughters for dress and pocket money, to sub- 
scriptions to charities, to a voluntary return to tenants of part 
of their rents, and, perhaps (though it may be doubtful), to 
wedding presents. It is impossible to suppose that gifts of this 
nature are intended to be dealt with by this section, but it will 
be desirable to insert a few words to render the intention 
clear. 

The practical difficulties that will arise if the Bill applies to 
gifts of this nature will be very great. In order to determine 
the amount of the estate duty the whole of the property subject 
to it has (clause 3) to be formed into an aggregate fund, so 
that it appears to be the duty of the executors or administrators 
to investigate all the dealings of the deceased with his property 
throughout the year caaaiien his death, so as to ascertain 
which were gifts. Then, under clause 5, (2) and (3), the 





estate duty on the gifts is not payable by the executors, but is 
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to be collected on an account delivered by the person account- 
able for the duty. 

It is difficult to say what is the wisest method of deal- 
ing with this difficulty. Perhaps it might be provided that 
gifts made by way of maintenance should be exempt, for it 
should be observed that gifts of this nature are expended 
shortly after they are received, so that the donee has nothing 
left out of which to pay the duty. It might also be provided 
that gifts not exceeding in the aggregate a certain proportion of 
the deceased person’s income should be free. 

It is extremely difficult to understand sub-clause (d); pro- 
bably the “ beneficial interest’ means the beneficial interest in 
the annuity. But if this is the intention, why is it not so stated ? 
There is another possible construction: it may be held that 
where the annuicy is charged on property and ceases on the 
death of the annuitant, that as a beneficial interest accrues to the 
owner of the property, the annuity, though it has ceased, is to 
form part of the estate. While we doubt the soundness of the 
latter view, it appears a pity not to make the meaning clear. 

All property ‘‘passing at the death of the deceased,” as above 
defined, is to pass, even'if situated out of the United Kingdom, 
if liable to legacy or succession duty, or if it would be liable but 
for the relationship of the person to whom it passes. Trust 
property held by the deceased is not to be liable to duty unless 
he has constituted himself a trustee, in which latter case duty is 
to be payable on his death, though no change of interest then 
occurs. We think that on the whole the “ property passing at 
the death of the deceased” has been defined so as to prevent 
any possible form of evasion. If the owner of property gives it 
away absolutely and survives for twelve months, or if he makes 
a settlement of any nature by which he takes no life interest 
and reserves no power of appointment or of revocation, and if 
the settlement is voluntary and he survives for twelve months, 
no estate duty will be payable on his death ; but it appears to 
us that no other form of settlement will render the property 
comprised in it not liable to estate duty on his death. 








THE PRACTICAL WORKING OF THE LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT ACT, 1894. 
ITI. 


III. Parts Covuncrts.—The creation of these bodies may be 
said to have been the primary object with which this measure 
was introduced; and although, as we have seen, other areas 
and authorities come within the scope of its provisions, public 
interest has been, in the main, centred upon those clauses which 
bear upon the parish as the unit of local government, and 
which, in the opinion of many, are destined to give a new 
interest to rural life and to make each parish a training-ground 
for the acquisition of experience, capable of being turned to 

account hereafter in wider spheres of administration. An 
indication of the point of view from which the measure is most 
commonly regarded is afforded by the fact that amongst 
laymen generally its relation to county and district councils is 
tacitly ignored, and common consent has given to it the short 
title of the ‘‘ Parish Councils Act.” 

The establishment of parish councils being the main object 
of the Act it might have been expected that the powers and 
duties of these bodies would have been defined in such a way as 
to enable the persons who will exercise them to know precisely 
the scope of their authority; and this appears to be more 
especially desirable when it is remembered that these bodies will 
largely consist of persons with little or no experience of local 
government and without the training which is indispensable for 
the interpretation of Acts of Parliament. Unfortunately the 
Act falls far short of that degree of precision. It is proposed in 
the present article to call attention to some matters as to which 
this want of precision seems likely to make the powers of a 
parish council difficult to ascertain, and difficult to exercise when 
ascertained. 

The first difficulty which calls for attention arises from certain 
sweeping transfers to the parish council of the powers and duties 
of existing authorities. cept where those powers relate to 





‘“‘affairs of the Church” or to ‘ecclesiastical charities,” the ' 








parish council is to exercise all the powers of the vestry of a 
rural parish, and of the church ens when not acting in the 
capacity of overseers. How, it may well be asked, can a parish 
councillor, with this provision before him, discover what powers 
are included in the transfer and what are withheld by the ex- 
ceptions? It is of little use for him to ascertain from the defini- 
tion clause that the expression ‘‘affairs of the Church” incliides 
the distribution of offertories: so much his mother wit might 
have been trusted to teach him. If he wants to know whether 
a charity may be dealt with by the parish council, he may read 
through the twenty-seven lines of the Act in which the term 
“ ecclesiastical charity” is explained (but with no attempt at 
an exhaustive definition) and he will probably find that his 
difficulty is increased by that explanation. If we suppose him 
to have satisfied himself whether by the light of common sense 
or by the aid given him by the Act, that the object which he 
desires to effect is in m0 way connected with ecclesiastical 
matters, he must further discover whether it is the subject of 
any of the powers of the vestry or of the churchwardens; and 
to do this he may search with doubtful result through many musty 
volumes of the statute-book. It appears too, that the transfer 
is not to be taken as covering all the matters which its wide 
words would seem to include ; for the Legislature have thought 
it necessary to transfer separately by subsequent clauses many 
of the powers of the vestry, which one would have thought had 
already passed under the general transfer alluded to. 


We must not be understood as contending that a complete 
enumeration could have been made or ought to have been at- 
tempted of all the powers of the vestry and of the churchwardens 
—powers which rest upon Acts of more or less remote antiquity 
and in some cases upon customs, the origin of which it would tax 
the industry of the most curious inquirer to discover. Our con- 
tention is that the very impossibility of enumerating these powers 
with accuracy will make it impossible for a parish councillor to 
know what powers his council has acquired by means of the 
apparently sweeping transfer in the Act; and that it would have 
been possible to make his task easier by stating those powers of 
the vestry which the Legislature really desired to transfer, 
the remaining powers being left to be exercised—if any occa- 
sion for their exercise should arise—by the vestry, which 
will still meet for ecclesiastical purposes. In the case of the trans- 
fer of the powers of the overseers, an enumeration of the trans- 
ferred powers is made, and this is certainly a preferable method. 

If it be thought that any difficulty which parish councillors 
may feel by reason of the obscurity of these and similar provisions 
can be settled by having recourse to skilled advice, the atiswer 
is that a parish council ought not to be expected to go to the 
expense of obtaining frequent legal opinions as to what powers 
are conferred upon them. And in very many cases they will 
have no legal adviser of their own to help them. A parish 
council may have a clerk, but that officer is not required to 
sess any legal qualification ; and it is clear from the provisions 
of the Act that the clerk to a parish council will in many cases 
be a person who could not be expected to advise the council 
upon the difficult questions of construction which must arise. If 
a vestry clerk exists in a parish when the Act comes into opera- 
tion he is to be clerk of the council, but where that is not the 
case, the clerk is to be either (1) a member of the council 
acting without remuneration, (2) the assistant overseer (if any), 
or (3) a collector of poor rates or ‘‘ other fit person.” A parish 
council therefore, especially in the smaller parishes, cannot count 
on having professional advice at hand. 

Although the difficulties which beset the path of a parish 
councillor are more obvious in a case where the powers of the 
council rest upon such a wholesale transfer as has been referred 
to, the performance of his duties will be by no means easy as to 
some of the matters with which the council is authorized to 
deal by the less obscure provisions of the Act. 

If we turn to section 8, which confers upon parish councils a 
heterogeneous collection of “ additional powers,” we find several 
which it will be difficult to put into force with the means which 
will be at the disposal of those bodies and without interference 
with the co-existing powers of other local authorities. For 
instance, a parish council may utilize any well, spring, or stream 
within their parish, and provide facilities for obtaining water 
therefrom, but so as not to interfere with private rights. It is 
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difficult to imagine a case where a supply of water can be taken 
from a stream and conveyed in pipes through a village without 
interfering with some private right. In some cases, no doubt, 
these private rights might be waived by agreement and upon 
payment of compensation, but the Act does not appear to con- 
template the exercise of this power by agreement. Again, a parish 
council may deal with insanitary ponds and ditches by draining 
or cleansing them ; but here also no private right is to be inter- 
fered with, and no powers of compelling the owners of property 
to execute such works as may be necessary for the removal of 
the nuisance are given to the council. The question also arises— 
in what way is the insanitary condition of a pond or ditch to be 
determined? Parish councils will have no medical officers or 
inspectors of nuisances at their command ; district councils have 
an ample staff and ample powers to execute sanitary works, and 
their obligations are not to be affected by the powers of a parish 
council in respect to the matters referred to. Moreover, an 
effectual remedy for any laxity on the part of a district council 
in this respect is provided for by the power given to a parish 
council to make a complaint to the county council, who may 
either compel the district council to do their duty or may take 
the matter into their own hands and do the work themselves. 
It seems, therefore, that parish councils are invited to under- 
take work which they have no adequate means of performing, 
and which are within the province of an existing authority pos- 
sessing all the necessary machinery for the purpose. 

A matter as to which powers are given to a parish council 
without any saving of private rights is the making of bye- 
laws as to recreation grounds and open spaces ‘‘to the expense 
of which they have contributed”: if a contribution, however 
small, to the cost of laying out a cricket ground will entitle the 

ish council who make the contribution to regulate the use 
of the ground by the public, intending donors will be obliged 
to consider, before accepting any such subscription, whether they 
desire that the control of the land which they are bestowing 
shall pass to the parish council. 

Another point as to which difficulty may arise relates to the 
‘‘ adoptive Acts.” Where one of these Acts, such as the Public 
Libraries Act, is adopted by a parish meeting after the estab- 
lishment of a council for the parish, that council will be the 
authority to act in the execution of the Act. But where the 
Act is already in force, the existing library commissioners may 
transfer their powers, duties, and liabilities to the council, or 
the transfer may be made by the parish meeting, apparently 
without the consent of the library commissioners. But the 
power of either body to make the transfer is permissive only, 
and if it is not made apparently the commissioners will still 
remain as the executive authority. The Act contains no express 
provision as to the continuance of the commissioners (or other 
existing authorities under the adoptive Acts), or as to the filling 
up of vacancies in their body; these bodies are at present 
appointed by the vestries, and it may, perhaps, be inferred that 
this is one of the powers of the vestry which is transferred to 
the parish council by means of the general transfer of powers 
before alluded to. But a matter of such practical moment 
ought not to have been left to be covered by a general provision 
of doubtful import. 

As to charities, the powers of a parish council, as finally 
settled after a protracted discussion in Parliament, are fairly 
clear: in all cases where a vestry are entitled to appoint trus- 
tees or beneficiaries the appointment will in future be made by 
the parish council. It may be noticed in passing that this is a 
case in which the draftsman thought it necessary to insert an 
express provision instead of leaving this power to be included in 
the general transfer of the powers of the vestry. Where over- 
seers as such are trustees they may be superseded by the 
appointees of the parish council, and the same body may appoint 

itional trustees of a parochial charity the governing body of 
which does not contain any members either themselves elected 
by a popular vote or appointed by a popularly clected body; 
but the number of such additional trustees is to be fixed in each 
case by the Charity Commissioners. Certain recently-founded 
charities are exempted from this provision. The result is that 
it will not be in the power of a parish council, unless with the 
consent of the commissioners, to appoint such a number of addi- 





tional trustees as will make them a majority of the whole body. - 





The spending power of a parish council is limited, but ample 
opportunity is given to incur expenditure sufficient to make a 
considerable rise in the rates in rural parishes, and this danger 
is enhanced by the fact, which has already been insisted on, that 
the possessors of the spending power will be, to a large extent, 
persons who will he untouched in pocket by any increase in the 
burden of local taxation. The Act is not explicit as to the 
obligation of a parish council to make an estimate of its ex- 
penditure. But an estimate will be necessary, for a council is 
not to incur expenses which will involve a loan without the 
consent of the county council and of the parish meeting; and 
the consent of the latter body is also necessary before expenses 
can be incurred which will involve a rate exceeding threepence 
in the pound. The consent of the parish meeting, composed as 
it will be of the parochial electors, most of whom will not be 
ratepayers, is a very slight safeguard against extravagance. 
With that consent a parish council may go to a sixpenny rate, 
which is to include annual charges of principal and interest in 
respect of loans, but is to be exclusive of expenses incurred 
under any adoptive Act. It is obvious that the increase of rates 
which seems certain will press hardly upon landowners in rural 
districts. No reduction is made in favour of agricultural land, 
as is the case with respect to ‘‘ special expenses” under the 
Public Health Act; and railway companies will be bound to 
contribute as large a share in respect of lands used only for their 
railway as if those lands were directly productive of income. 

It has been impossible to point out in the present and the 
preceding articles all the pitfalls and difficulties which can be 
discovered in the Act, and no attempt has been made to give an 
exhaustive summary of its provisions: for these the reader must 
be referred to the Act itself; but enough has been said to shew 
that it is a measure of no small complexity, that it is permeated 
in many parts by the vice of vagueness, that many of its pro- 
visions will be found hard to construe by those who will have to 
act under them, and that some of the powers which it confers 
will be very difficult to put into practice. These are grave faults 
in an Act of this kind ; but there is no doubt thet they exist, and 
that they will tend to diminish the advantages which many 
expect to be derived from the chief legislative achievement of 
last session. 








LEGISLATION IN PROGRESS. 


INHERITANCE TO REAL Proprerty.—The motion for the second 
reading of the Law of Inheritance Amendment Bill has been rejected 
by the House of Lords, the numbers being 52 for and 63 against the 
second reading. 

Deatu Duvtes.—The Chancellor of the Exchequer’s Finance Bill 
has been printed, and is dealt with elsewhere. 

EXAMINATION OF SoLicrrors.—On the motion of Lord MACNAGHTEN 
the Solicitors’ Examination Bill has been read a second time in the 
House of Lords. 

Buitprne Socretres.—-The Building Societies Bill, introduced by 
Mr. Bansury, has been withdrawn. A Bill dealing with the same 
subject has been introduced by Sir Joun Luspock and read a first 
time. 

QUARTER SEssions.—The Quarter Sessions Bill has passed through 
Committee in the House of Commons. 








REVIEWS. 
LAW OF BANKRUPTCY. 


THE LAW AND PRACTICE OF BANKRUPTCY, COMPRISING THE BANK- 
RuptTcy Acts, 1883 To 1890; THE BANKRUPTCY RULES AND FoRMs, 
1886, 1890; THE DesTors Acts, 1869, 1878; THE BANKRUPTCY 
(DIscHARGE AND CLOSURE) AcT, 1887; THE DEEDS OF ARRANGE- 
MENT AcT, 1887; AND THE RULES AND FoRMS THEREUNDER. By 
the Honourable Sir Rotanp L. VAUGHAN WILLIAMS, Knt., one of 
the Justices of Her Majesty’s High Court of Justice. SixTH 
Epition. By Epwarp Wit1iaAM HaAnsELL, M.A., Barrister-at- 
Law. Stevens & Sons (Limited); Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 


This edition of Mr. Justice Vaughan Williams’ standard work on 
bankruptcy follows closely the lines of the previous edition. There 
has been no fresh legislation to incorporate, and the task of the editor 
has been confined to the introduction of the cases decided since 1891, 
over two hundred of which he says are to be found in the present 
volume. It is a little singular that, while the decision of Vaughan 
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Williams, J., in Re Brall (41 W. R. 623) is duly noted under section 
47 of the Act of 1883, no reference is made to the decision of Stir- 
ling, J., in Re Briggs & Spicer (39 W. R. 377; 1891, 2 Ch. 127). In 
the latter case it was held that a purchaser under a voluntary settle- 
ment was liable to lose the property if the settlement was ultimately 
upset within ten years in manner mentioned in the section, and that 
consequently a first purchaser could not make a title to a second 
without proving the solvency of the settlor at the date of the settle- 
ment. In the former case it was held that the settlement was only 
voidable, and could not be avoided by the settlor’s trustee in bank- 
ruptcy as against a purchaser in good faith for valuable consideration. 
The decision of Mr. Justice Vaughan Williams has certainly the 
advantage of convenience, and it may be correct, but it is hardly safe 
to neglect the opposite opinion of Stirling, J. Apart from this the 
present edition appears to have been carefully brought up to date. 





LAW OF SUPPORT. 


A TREATISE ON THE LAw oF SuPPORT FOR LAND, BUILDINGS, AND 
Pusitic Works. By Grorcz Banks, M.A., Barrister-at-Law. 
Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 

This book gives a clearly written and interesting account of a 
branch of law which is of considerable importance, especially in 
mining districts, and which has been before the courts of recent 
years in several well-known cases. In the introductory chapter, on 
the nature of the right of support, the author points out, as the result 
of the decision of the House of Lords in Darley Main Colliery Co. v. 
Mitchell (11 App. Cas. 127), that an action for damage caused by sub- 
sidence must be brought against the person in possession when the 
subsidence takes place, and not against the owner to whose acts of 
excavation the subsidence is due. These acts are at the time innocent, 
and there is no wrong to the adjoining owner until in process of 
time damage actually accrues. Mr. Banks suggests that a prudent 
mineowner who has exhausted the mine will forthwith avoid any 
possible future liability by conveying it: to a pauper; but he 
admits that there is no record of a claim having been successfully 
resisted on any such ground. Among the reasons for this which 
he assigns he does not include the obvious one that mineowners, 
although prudent, may yet have some regard for their neighbours’ 
rights, and after taking all the profits of the mining may shrink 
from leaving others to bear the resulting loss. ossibly, too, 
it is not altogether clear that the actual author of the mischief could 
in this way avoid liability. Very full treatment (pp. 41-55) is given 
to the case of Dalton v. Angus (6 App. Cas. 740) and the numerous 
questions which were there raised. The table of judicial disagree- 
ment at page 50 shews that it is still a matter of great doubt whether 
the right of support is to be classed as an easement or not, and 
whether its acquisition depends on the theory of grant. The whole 
subject is one of great intricacy and difficulty, and this is apparent, 
too, in respect of the damages which can be recovered for loss by 
subsidence and the operation of the Statute of Limitations (pp. 92- 
96). In the last chapter the writer treats of the rights and remedies 
of corporations empowered by statute to acquire land and construct 
works, or, as he calls them, ‘‘ statutory undertakers.” The work will 
be found to contain a careful and adequate account of the subject 
with which it deals, 





LAW OF TORTS. 


A SuMMARY OF THE LAw oF TorTS; oR, WRONGS INDEPENDENT 
or Contract. By ArTrHur UNDERHILL, M.A., LL.D., Barrister- 
at-Law. Assisted by Hupert Stuart Moorz, Barrister-at-Law. 
SixtH Epition. Butterworths. 

OUTLINE OF THE Law or Torts. By RicHarD RinGwoop, M.A., 
Barrister-at-Law. 

The fact that Dr. Underhill’s work has reached a sixth edition, and 
that, as he states in the preface, an American firm have thought it 
worth their while to issue an unauthorized edition in the United 
States, shews that it has become extensively popular, and, in our 
opinion, deservedly so. By judicious arrangement and conciseness 
of statement the law is brought into a small compass, while, at the 
same time, very full references are given to the decided cases. We 


doubt the accuracy of the statement at p. 312, with reference to title | tim 


in ejectment, that ‘‘a man in possession, who may not have an 
indefeasible title as against a third party, may yet have a better title 
than the actual claimant, and therefore he may set up the right of a 
third person to the lands, in order to disprove that of the claimant.” 
This proposition is supported by reference to Doe v. Barnard (13 
Q. B. 945), but surely if the defendant has to rely on the jus tertii 
at all, it is becavse his own title is really worse than that of the 
claimant’s, and without the jus tertii he would be defeated. In Doe 
v. Barnard the defendant appears to have been a mere wrongdoer, 
and the claimant had the ond title, but she was nevertheless 


later case of Davison v. Gent (1 H. & N. 744). So, too, Asher v. 
Whitlock (LL. R. 1 Q. B. 1) has done much to dispel the notion that 
the plaintiff in ejectment must shew a title good — the world, 
and to restore the correct principle that, so far as old titles, at 
any rate, are concerned, the plaintiff in an action for the ree of 
land need only shew a title better than that of the defendant. The 
second sentence in the paragraph from which we hl ge quoted 
shews also some confusion of thought. Asher v. Whi is referred 
to in order to shew that the claimant cannot set up the jus tertii, 
‘* for possession is in general a good title against all but the true 
owner.” But in that case it was the claimant who succeeded on 
mere possession, this being evidence of a seisin in fee, although 
apparently a tortious seisin. The state of the cases, however, 
renders the question of title in ejectment a very difficult one. As 
to the gine accuracy of the book we have no doubt. 

Of a similar character is Mr. Ringwood’s ‘‘ Outlines of the Law of 
Torts,” of which he has now published a second edition. It is not so 
formal, however, in its statements of the law, and may be r led 
as more elementary. The beginner will probably find it easier 
reading. In the present edition some new matter has been added, 
including a chapter on malicious injuries and one dealing with torts 
in respect of domestic and family relations, and cases of importance 
decided since the first edition have been duly noticed. e@ care 
which the writer has taken to make the book clear and interesting 


should be appreciated by the student. 





BOOKS RECEIVED. 


A Handy and Popular Manual of the Local Government Act, 1894, 
Creating District and Parish Councils. With Complete Text of the 
Act and a full Index. Edited and Arranged by ALFRED Crick 
FREEMAN and Joun C. FREEMAN, Solicitors. Witherby & Co. 

The Local Government Act, 1894 (Parish and District Councils 
Act) and Incorporated Statutes, including the Vestries Act (Un- 
repealed Portions) and the Allotments Acts, 1887 and 1890. With full 
Explanatory Notes of its Provision and Application. By J. V. 
VEsEY FirzGERALD, Barrister-at-Law. Waterlow Bros. & Layton 
(Limited). 

The Constable’s Pocket Book: A Concise Manual of Police Lew: 
and Criminal Law. With Epitome of the Police Act, 1890. Eigh 
Edition. By T. O. Hastines Less, M.A., Barrister-at-Law. Shaw 
& Sons. 

The Sale of Goods Act. The Sale of Goods Act, 1893 (56 & 57 
Vict. c. 71). With Introduction, Notes, and Index. By J. M. 
Lety and W. F. Crares, Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell 
(Limited) ; Stevens & Sons (Limited). 

The Practical Statutes of the Session 1893 (56 & 57 Vict.). With 
Introductions, Notes, Listsof Local and Personal and Private Acts, 
and a Copious Index. Part II. Edited by James SUTHERLAND 
Corton, Barrister-at-Law. Horace Cox. 








CORRESPONDENCE. 
PATENT AGENTS BILL.—_PATENT AGENTS REGISTRATION 
BILL. 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—The proposals su ted by the two Patent Agents Bills of 
the present och cannot be too widely known by ni ro as their 
effect, should either of them become law in their present form, would 
be to create a “‘monopoly” and cut down still further the present 
rights and privileges of our profession. : 

The matter, from the solicitor’s point of view, resolves itself into 
two propositions :— j : ar 

1. That nothing contained in the Bills shall deprive solicitors of 
work which up to the present time they are authorized by law to 
conduct. 

2. That nothing in the Bills shall enable patent agents to conduct 
work which by law they are not enabled to transact at the present 


e. 
The clauses as at present drawn are so general that it is impossible 
to foresee the exact effect on our profession. aoe 
To prevent our describing ourselves as “ — agents” (which is 
the effect of the 1888 Act) is one thing, but to prevent our acting 
as such is quite another. 
We take the Schedule of Forms to the Patent Rules of 1890 and 
contend that our profession is at present entitled to act at the Patent 
Office and otherwise in t of any of the several matters to 
which such forms and the Acts under which they are made refer. 





defeated because the real title appeared to be outstanding. The case, 
however, is not satisfactory, and seems to be jnconsistent with the ' 


The committee appointed by the Board of Trade in 1887, prior to 
the passing of the Patent Act of 1888, fully considered the matter, and 


advised against the suggestions proposed by the present Ri'ls, 
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The Patent and Trade-Marks Act of Queensland (1590) expressly 
exempts solicitors from its operation. 

We seek a similar exemption in the present Bills, 

The Council of the Incorporated Law Society and the Manchester 
Incorporated Law Association have been put in motion, and have just 
passed resolutions to oppose the Bills in Parliament, with a view to 
obtaining the insertion of protecting clauses on behalf of solicitors, 

As many members of our profession seem entirely ignorant of these 
proposed encroachments on their present rights and privileges, your 
publication of the above facts would do good service in assisting and 
strengthening the opposition in the interests of the profession. 

W. J. & E. H. TREMELLEN. 

Law Courts-chambers, 33, Chancery-lane, W.C., May 2. 





NEW ORDERS, &c. 
HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE, 
WHITSUN VACATION, 1894. 
Notice . 

There will be no sitting in court during the Whitsun Vacation. 

During Whitsun Vacation :—All applications which may require to 
be immediately or promptly heard are to be made to the Honourable 
Mr. Justice Kennedy. 

Mr. Justice Kennedy will act as Vacation Judge from Saturday, 
May 12th, to Monday, May 21st, both days inclusive. His lordship 
will sit in Queen’s Bench Judges’ Chambers on Wednesday, May 
16th, Thursday, May 17th, and Friday, May 18th. x part 
applications from the Chancery and Queen’s Bench Divisions will be 
heard at 10.30, in priority to all other applications. On other days 
during the Whitsun Vacation applications in urgent Chancery 
matters may be made to his lordship at 24, Clanricarde-gardens, W. 

In any case of great urgency, the brief of counsel may be sent to 
the judge at the Royal Courts of Justice, by book-post or parcel, 
prepaid, accompanied by office copies of the affidavits in support of 
the application, and also by a minute, on a separate sheet of paper, 
signed by counsel, of the order he may consider the applicant 
entitled to, and also an envelope capable of receiving the papers, and 
addressed as follows :—‘‘ Chancery Official Letter: To the Registrar 
in Vacation, Chancery Registrars’ Chambers, Royal Courts of Justice, 
London, W.C.” 

On applications for injunctions, in addition to the above, a copy of 
the writ, and a certificate of writ issued, raust also be sent. 

The papers sent to the judge will be returned to the registrar. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE, 

EXAMINERS OF THE CoURT UNDER ORDER XXXVII., RvLEs 39.52, 

1. George Murray, 19, Old-buildings, W.C. 

2. George Isaac Foster Cooke, 6, Stone-buildings, W.C. 

3. Kenyon Charles 8. Parker, 13, Old-buildings, W.C. 

4. KK. R. Gayer, 1, New-square, W.C. 

5. Ed. Hume, 10, Old-buildings, W.C. 

6. Frederick James Norman Pearson, 11, New-square, Lincoln’s- 
inn, W.C. 

7. Walworth Howland Roberts, 3, 
Temple, E.C. 

8. Aubrey J. Spencer, 19, Old-buildings, W.C. 

9. Amyand John Hall, 7, New-square, W.C. 

10. Thomas Wagstaffe Haycraft, 2, Pump-court, Temple, E.C. 

11. Alfred Arthur Hudson, 5, Paper-buildings, Temple, E.C. 

12. Lawrence Colvile Jackson, 3, Dr. Johnson’s-buildings, Temple, 
E.C. 

13, Edmund R. Turton, 5, Paper-buildings, Temple, E.C. 

14, George Ebenezer Morrison, 3, Paper-buildings, Temple, E.C. 

15. George Taylor Warry, 1, Paper-buildings, Temple, E.C. 

16. Henry Redhead Kindersley, 9, Stone-buildings, Lincoln’s-inn, 
W.C. 

17. Arthur Robinson, 1, Mitre-court-buildings, Temple, E.C. 


King’s Bench-walk North, 


It is announced that Mr. John Wilson, LL.D., has resigned the town 
clerkship of Congleton, owing to ill-health. Mr. Wilson, who is seventy - 
eight years of age, has been town clerk since 1851. He was admitted in 
1840. 

The new method of remunerating the law officers of the Crown, says the 
Times, is said to have proved most costly than that which obtained prior to 
the formation of Mr. Gladstone’s last Administration. A return setting 
forth the payments made to the Attorney-General and Solicitor-General 
during the year 1893-4 is in course of preparation; and when this is 
issued it will probably be found that instead of £20,000 which was, 
roughly speaking, the amount annually disbursed in this connection during 


the existence of Lord Salisbury’s Government, the total is now not far 
short of £30,000, 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Court of Appeal. 
ANDERSON v. DEAN—No. 1, Ist May. 


Liverroot Court or Passace—Arprat—CovurT TO WHICH APPEAL LIES— 
Liverproor Court or Passace Act, 1893 (56 & 57 Vicr. c. 37), s. 10. 

Appeal by the plaintiff from the judgment of the Liverpool Court of 
Passage at the trial without a jury. The defendant took the preliminary 
objection that the appeal lay to the Divisional Court. By section 10 of 
the Liverpool Court of Passage Act, 1893, ‘‘ an appeal shall be allowed upon 
the trial of any issue in the Court of Passage in every case where an appeal 
would be allowed on a trial at nisi privs, and subject to the same rules, 
regulations, and provisions.’’ 

Tur Covet (Lord Esuer, M.R., A. L. Smirn and Davey, L.JJ.), having 
taken time to consider, overruled the odjection. They held that the Act of 
1893, by sections 7 and 8, shewed an intention to assimilate the practice of 
the Court of Passage to that of the High Court, and that therefore the proper 
view of section 10 was that it gave a new right of appeal (whicu before was 
to the Divisional Court by leave of the judge of the Court of Passage) to 
this court, as in the case of a trial at nisi prius in the High Court.—Covunsg1, 
Shepherd Little; Montague Lush. Souicrrors, Ridsdale § Son, for H. Davies, 
Liverpool ; Crowders § Vizard, for Clarke § Davis, Liverpool. 

| Reported by W. F. Baxry, Barrister-at-Law. | 


NIND +. NINETEENTH CENTURY BUILDING SOCIETY—No. 1, Ist 
May. 

LANDLORD AND Tenant— Covenant TO Reparr — Breach — SERVICE oF 
Notice—Cost or EMPLoyING Surveyor anp Soricrror—Lianiity oF 
UNDERLESSEE—CONVEYANCING AND Law or Property Acts, 1881 Anp 
1892 (44 & 45 Vier. c. 41, s. 14; 55 & 46 Vicr. c. 13, ss. 2 (1), 4). 
Appeal from the Divisional Court affirming the judgment of the judge 

of the City of London Court (42 W. R. 349). The plaintiff’s predecessor 

in title in 1884 demised a number of houses for eighty years, the leases 
containing the usual covenants by the lessees to repair, with a proviso for 
re-entry on breach of any of the covenants. The interests of the various 
lessees were assigned to one Hall, who mortgaged the houses to the 
defendants; by underlease. In 1892 the plaintiff employed a surveyor to 

inspect the houses and to make a schedule of the necessary repairs, and a 

solicitor to prepare the notices under section 14, sub-section 1, of the 

Conveyancing Act, 1881, and these notices, addressed to the lessees, were 

duly served by leaving them at the premises. The defendants, to avoid a 

forfeiture, complied with the requirements of the notices and repaired the 

houses. ‘The plaintiff sued to recover the sum of £50 for the expenses 
incurred in employing a surveyor and solicitor. The judge gave judgment 
for the plaintiff. The Divisional Court (Day and Lawrance, JJ.) affirmed 
this judgment. The defendants by leave appealed. By section 14, sub- 
section 1, of the Conveyancing Act, 1881, a right of re-entry or forfeiture 
under any proviso in a lease for breach of covenant shall not be enforce- 
able unless the lessor serves on the lessee a notice specifying the breach 
complained of and requiring him to remedy it; by sub-section 2 a lessee 
may, where a lessor is proceeding to enforce a right of re-entry or 
forfeiture, apply to the court for relief ; and by sub-section 3 for the pur- 
poses of this section a lease includes an original or derivative underlease, 

a lessee includes an original or derivative wunderlessee, and a 

lessor includes an original or derivative underlessor. By section 2, 

sub-section 1, of the Conveyancing Act, 1892, ‘‘a lessor shall be entitied 

to recover as a debt due to him from a lessee, and in addition to damages 

(if any) all reasonable costs and expenses properly incurred by the lessor 

in the employment of a solicitor and surveyor or valuer, or otherwise, in 

reference to any breach giving rise to a right of re-entry or forfeiture 

Pas from which the lessee is relieved under the provisions of the Con- 

veyancing and Law of Property Act, 1881, or of this Act.”’ 

Tue Covrt (Lord Esuer, M.R., A. L. Smrru and Davey, L.JJ.), having 
taken time to consider, allowed the appeal. 

A. L. Saurru, L.J., read a judgment in which he said that, as no privity 
of contract existed between the plaintiff and the defendants, this action 
was not maintainable unless the plaintiff brought himself within section 2 
of the Conveyancing Act, 1892. It was obvious that if section 2 stood 
alone the plaintiff could not bring his case within it, for the section only 
dealt with the case of a lessor and a lessee, and not with the case ofa 
lessor and the lessce of a lessee, who was especially dealt with by section 4. 
The Act of 1892, however, was to be read with the Conveyancing Act, 
1881, and section 14, sub-section 3, of this latter Act enacted that a lessee 
included an original or derivative underlessee. It had been held that the 
true reading of section 14 was that when an original lessor proceeded by 
way of forfeiture against an original lessee, or a derivative lessor so pro- 
ceeded against a derivative lessee, the relieving provisions of section 14 
came into play, but not otherwise, and that where an original lessor pro- 
ceeded against an original lessee for a forfeiture and broke the head lease, the 
underlessee could not avail himself of the provisions of that section, for in 
such a proceeding the section did not apply to an underlessee. In his 
opinion this was the true view of the section, and he agreed with the 
opinion expressed in Cresswell v. Davidson (56 L. T. N.S. 811) and Burt v. 
Gray (39 W. R. 429; 1891, 2 Q. B. 98). It was under these circumstances 
that section 4 of the Act of 1892 was enacted, which, without touching 
the construction placed on section 14 of the Act of 1881, gave power to 
the court to protect an underlessee in such cases. The word “* lessee”’ in 
section 2 of the Conveyancing Act, 1892, must bear the same construc- 
tion as in the Act of 1881. That being so, the action failed, and it was not 
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necessary to express any opinion as to whether the defendants were 
‘* relieved ’’ under the provisions of the Act of 1881. 


Davey, L.J., read a judgment in which Lord Esher, M.R., concurred. 
Two points were raised upon the construction of section 2, sub-section 1, of 
the Conveyancing Act, 1892, first, whether a ‘‘ lessee’’ included a lessee of 
a lessee so as to give the lessor a right of action for debt against such under- 
lessee, with whom the lessor had no privity of contract; and, secondly, 
whether the words ‘‘ from which the lessee is relieved ’’ under the provi- 
sions of the Act of 1881 or of this Act, included the case of a lessee who 
under sub-section 1 of section 14 of the Act of 1881 had remedied the 
breach of covenant and made compensation as required by a notice given 
under that sub-section. As to the first point, the word ‘lessee’ must 
have the same construction in section 2, sub-section 1, of the Act of 1892 as 
it had in section 14 of the Act of 1881, because this sub-section was but an 
enlargement and extension of section 14. In Cresswell v. Davidson and 
Burt v. Gray it had been held that ‘‘ lessee ’’ in section 14 did not include 
the lessee of a lessee between whom and the lessor there was no privity of 
contract or tenure, and that sub-section 3 of section 14 was to be construed 
only so as to make the provisions of the section applicable as between 
a derivative lessor and his lessee as well as between the first or head lessor 
and his lessee. He agreed with those decisions. There were not 
sufficient grounds for holding that by section 14 it was intended to 
create new statutory rights between an original lessor and a derivative 
lessee claiming under the lessee, between whom no privity of contract 
existed. Further, sub-section 1 of section 2 of the Act of 1892 gave an 
action of debt to the lessor for the costs and expenses in question ‘‘in 
addition to damages.’’ Now, damages could only be recovered in an 
action from a lessee in privity of contract with a lessor. He did noi, 
therefore, find any indication of intention to give a right of action against 
one who had not contracted with nor was liable to be sued by the lessor, 
but the intention seemed to be to extend the amount recoverable through 
an existing right of action to these costs and expenses. The appeal, 
therefore, succeeded, but as the second point was argued he would state 
his views upon it. The words ‘‘ from which the lessee is relieved,”’ 
prima facie and according to their natural sense, pointed to some action of 
the court on the relations of the two parties, and the words ‘‘ under the 
provisions of the Conveyancing Act, 1881,’ pointed to such an act being 
done pursuant to powers conferred by the Act. The words ‘‘ relief’’ and 
‘* relieve’? were appropriate terms to describe the remedial action of a 
court of equity in cases where a penalty or forfeiture had been incurred. 
Sub-section 1 of section 14 imposed a fetter by way of condition pre- 
cedent on a lessor wishing to enforce a right of re-entry or forfeiture. If 
the lessee complied with the notice which the sub-section required the 
lessor to give, there was not any enforceable right of re-entry or forfei- 
ture, and there was nothing from which the lessee required to be relieved. 
It would be an inaccurate use of language to speak of the lessee being 
relieved in such a case. The words at the end of the sub-section, “‘ or of 
this Act,’’ created some difficulty, but not sufficient to induce the court 
to depart from the primé facie and appropriate meaning of the words. 
Judgment must, therefore, be entered for the defendants.—Covunsz1, 
Jelf, Q.0., and 7. Terrell ; Hopkinson, Q.C., and D’ Eyncourt, Soxtcrrors, 
Corsellis, Mossop, § Berney ; Griffinhoofe § Brewster. 


[Reported by W. F. Rarry, Barrister-at-Law. } 


Re THE SECURITIES INSURANCE CO, (LIM.)—No. 2, 2nd May. 


Practice—AprgaL ny Person not A Party—Leave To Aprsat—Com- 
panies Act, 1862, s. 124. 

This was an appeal by Messrs. Pearson & Son, on behalf of themselves 
and other persons interested in a policy of insurance, from an order of 
Wright, J., dated the 7th of February, sanctioning a scheme of arrange- 
ment submitted by the liquidators of the company under the Joint-Stock 
Companies Arrangement Act, 1870. The appellants had not attended the 
hearing of the petition by the liquidators. The objection was taken that as 
the appellants were not parties they must first obtain leave to appeal, and 
that as they had not obtained such leave this appeal must be dismissed. 


Tue Court (Linpiey, Lorzs, and Kay, L.JJ.) dismissed the appeal. 


Linviey, L.J.—T think we must decide in favour of the preliminary 
objection. The appellants, who might if they had chosen attended on the 
liquidator’s petition, did not do eo, and the question is, Can they, without 
having been present thereat, appeal without first obtaining leave to appeal ? 
It appears to us that they cannot. The Arrangement Act, 1870, incorpo- 
rates section 124 of the Companies Act, 1862, which provides that “ re- 
hearings of and appeals from any order or decision made or given in the 
matter of the winding up of a company by any court having jurisdiction 
under this Act may be had in the same manner, and subject to the same 
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Re PRINTING, TELEGRAPH, AND CONSTRUCTION CO. OF THE AGENCE 
HAVAS, Ex parte CAMMELL—No. 2, 26th April. 


Company — Drrecrorn—QuattrrcaTIon SHarzes—Recister oy Mzempers— 
Entry or Drrecror’s NAME THEREIN AFTER NOTICE Or ResiGNaTION— 
Wnuart constitutes A Recister—Recrirication—Compantes Act, 1862, ss, 
25, 35. 


Appeal by the company from an order of Stirling, J., directing a rectifi- 
cation of the register of members of the company by the removal there- 
from of Cammell’s name as a shareholder (repo ante, p. 184). The 
memorandum and articles of association of the Bose pov A were dated the 
16th of March, 1893, and by article 62 it was pro that the first direc- 
tors should be appointed by a majority of the subscribers of the memo- 
randum of association. Article 64 provided that the qualification of a 
director should be the holding of £200 of share capital, fully paid up, in 
his own right, and the first directors were allowed one month from the 
first general allotment of shares in which to complete their qualification. 
By article 70 the office of director was vacated (1) if (inter alia) he ceased 
to hold the requisite number of shares, or in the case of a first director if 
he failed to acquire the shares within the prescribed time ; (2) on resigna- 
tion, not withdrawn for seven days, and not previously accepted. Oammell 
signed the memorandum of association for one share, and was appointed 
one of the first directora of the company. The first board mectian was 
held on the 18th of March, when Cammell attended. On the 29th of 
March a second meeting was held, at which he was not present; at this 
meeting resolutions for the allotment of shares were ° i 
allotment of forty shares of £5 each to Cammell as his qualification s 
as a director. Cammell had then made no yey for these shares, 
and did not then know of the allotment. On the 7th of April a directors’ 
board meeting was held, at which the minutes of the mee of the 29th 
of March were read and confirmed, but Cammell was not present. 
was present, however, at a meeting of directors held on the 14th of April, 
but never after that date. On the 29th of April the month allowed to 
directors (under. article 70) to complete their qualification expired. 
The secretary of the company wrote to Cammell on the Ist of May, after 
the expiration of the qualification period of one month, enclosing a form 
of application for shares, and asking him to sign it and return it with a 
cheque for the amount due on application. Cammell did not sign the 
form, or pay the money ; and a form sent to him on the 5th of May was 
also returned unsigned. On the 7th of May Cammell wrote to the 
secretary notifying his resignation of the position of director. In July 
Cammell first heard that his name had been put on the register in respect of 
the forty qualification shares, and on the 26th of July he wrote to the 
secretary asking that his name might be removed from the register. 
On the 23rd of September Cammell received notice of a call of £85 in 
respect of the shares, and in October the call was made. On the Ist of 
November Cammel]l gave notice of motion under section 35 of the Com- 
panies Act, 1862, to have his name removed from the register of share- 
holders in respect of the forty shares. The say | was not in liquida- 
tion, but was still a going concern. Stirling, J., held that Cammell could 
not be fixed with constructive notice of the fact that his name was on the 
register ; that there was no implied agreement on his part to take the 
shares; and that he had not so acted as to be estopped from deny- 
ing that he had entered into any such agreement, and acco y 
directed that Cammell’s name should be removed from the register in 
respect of the forty qualification shares. The company appealed. The 
appeal first came on for hearing on the 16th and 17th of April, 1894, 
when the court directed the case to stand over for further evidence as to 
the exact date when Cammell’s name was entered on the register of 
members in res of the forty shares. When the case came on for 
hearing again, on the 26th of April it appeared from the evidence of the 
secretary of the company and of his brother, a clerk in the company’s 
office, that prior to the 23rd of May, 1893, there was no 
of members in existence; that the only documents in existence r to 
the 23rd of May were the allotment sheets which had been signed on the 
29th of March, 1893, by the chairman of the meeting of directors held on 
that date, when the resolution as to the allotment of shares was agreed 
upon. These allotment sheets contained the names and addresses of the 
allottees and the number of shares allotted to each, but no description of 
the occupation of the allottees; the allotment sheets also contained a 
column headed, “ Folio in share register.’”’ The sécretary of the company, 
in his evidence, stated that until the 23rd of May, 1893, these allotment 
sheets constituted the only register of members; and that on the 23rd of 
May a register book was for the first time written up, the names of the 
members being then copied into the book from the allotment sheets. 
Cammell’s name appeared on the allotment sheets (signed on the 29th of 
March by the chairman of the meeting of the board of directors held on 











conditions in and subject to which appeals may be had from any order or 
decision of the same court in cases within its ordinary jurisdiction,’’ &c. 
Well, the practice in the Chancery courts both before and since 1862 is 
well settled. A person who is a party can appeal without leave. A per- | 
son who is not a party, although he would be bound by the order made, | 
cannot ap without leave, a leave which is easy to get on a primd facie case 
be e out. That practice ought not to be departed from. It would 
not be right that the appellants should be allowed to appeal without first 
obtaining leave after a scheme of arrangement has been sanctioned on the 
petition of the liquidators when they did not take the trouble to attend 
the hearing. | 

Lorgs and Kay, L.JJ., concurred.—Covunsei, Farwell, Q.C., and G. 
Lawrence ; Swinfen Eady, Q.C., and Eve. Souscrrors, Slaughter § May ; 
Gush, Phillips, Watker, § Williams. 


[Reported by C. F. Dunoay, Barrister-at-Law.] 





| was assumed in the court below) that there was a =~ 
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. it 


that date), and was first entered in the register book on the 23rd of May, 
1893. 

Tux Court (Lixpiey, Lopgs, and Kay, L.JJ.) upon this evidence, and 
without calling on the respondent’s counsel for any ent as to the 
points upon which the case had been decided by 8 g, J., dismissed 
the a: ' 

eee, L.J , said that Cammell’s case was that his name was put on 
the register in respect of the forty shares without sufficient cause. It was 
a material question, therefore, as to when his name was, in fact, put on 
the register. It was at first on behalf of the company here (and it 


register in 
existence before Cammell sent in his resignation (7th of 1893) and 
ane ee Lan ae But Bg 
from the evidence taken before this court that until the 23rd of May, 
1893, the only documents on which Cammell’s name had been entered as 
a shareholder were certain allotment sheets on which his 
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entered as the allottee of forty shares, and which were signed on the 29th 
of March by the chairman of the meeting of directors held on that date, 
and also signed by the secretary. No doubt the cases of Wolverhampton 
New Waterworks Co. v. Hawksford (7 C. B. N. S. 795), Lrish Peat Co. v. 
Phillips (1 B. & 8S. 598, 629), and East Gloucestershire Railway Co. v. 
Bartholomew (L. R. 3 Exch. 15) shewed that a document might be a 
register, although the provisions of the Act of Parliament might not in 
other respects have been fully complied with, if the document were 
intended to be a register, and was adequate as a register, although 
irregularly kept. But in the present case it was quite clear that these 
allotment sheets were never intended to be a register at all, but 
were intended to be, and were, merely rough materials or memo- 
randa for forming and preparing 9 register as distinguished from the 
register itself ; the allotment sheets contained a column headed “ Folio in 
share 1egister,’’ and that shewed that the allotment sheets themselves 
were not intended or regarded as the register itself. In his lordship’s 
opinion, under these circumstances, it would be wrong to hold that these 
allotment sheets were the register of members of this company, and con- 
sequently, in point of fact, Cammell’s name was not entered on the 
register of shareholders until the 23rd of May, 1893, which was after he 
had notified his resignation of the position of director. It had been con- 
tended by Mr. Buckley on behalf of the company that after the 29th of 
April, 1893, the authority given by Cammell to the company to put him 
on the register in respect of the qualification shares was irrevocable by 
him. But his lordship did not think that there could be spelt out of the 
urticles such an irrevocable authority. The company evidently did not 
at the time treat him as a shareholder in respect of these shares ; because 
on May 1, and again on May 5, the secretary sent him a form of applica- 
tion for the shares, which Cammell refused to sign. Then, on May 7, 
Cammell sent in his resignation of the position of director. After that, 
in his lordship’s opinion, the company had no authority to put his name 
on the register as they did on the 23rd of May. They could not, there- 
fore, treat Cammell’s name as being properly entered on the register, and 
consequently the order of Stirling, J., was right, and the appeal should 
be dismissed. 

Lorgs, L.J., concurred. 

Kay, L.J., concurred; and, after referring to Re Metropolitan Public 
Carriage Co., Brown's case (L. R. 9 Ch. App. 102), said that the question was 
whether these allotment sheets could be treated as a registration of these 
qualification shares in the ordinary course of the business of the company 
within the meaning of section 25 of the Act of 1862. If they had really been 
treated as the register until a formal register-book had been prepared and 
entered up, his lordship would have been inclined to hold that the entryin 
the allotment sheets would have been a sufficient compliance with the Act 
of Parliament, and Cammell could not then well have escaped. After the 
29th of April (when the month allowed for qualification expired) Cammell 
never attended any meeting of directors. He formally resigned on the 
7th of May. In the meantime, no other register except these allotment 
sheets was in existence. His lordship could not come to the conclusion 
that these allotment sheets were such a register as the Act of Parliament 
required. It followed, therefore, that, until the 23rd of May, when a 
proper register-book was provided and entered up, Cammell’s name 
could not be treated as being upon any register of the company. 
The present case was distinguishable from Isaacs’ case (1892, 2 Ch. 
258), because in that case the articles provided that, unless the 
director acquired his qualification shares within one month, he ‘should 
be deemed to have agreed to take the shares, and the same should 
be forthwith allotted to him.’’ But the articles in the present case 
contained no such words. No doubt until the 7th of May Cammell must 
be treated as having authorized the officials of the company to put his 
name on the register in respect of the qualification shares (see Brown's 
case). \Vas the mere resignation of his position of director on the 7th of 
May a revocation of his authority to become a shareholder? His lordship 
would have felt some difficulty as to that if the case depended on that 
alone. But having regard to the fact that, on the 1st of May, and again 
on the 5th of May, the secretary sent him a form of application for the 
shares, which Cammell refused to sign, coupled with the fact of Cammell’s 
resignation on the 7th of May, the company were, in his lordship’s opinion, 
prevented from treating Cammell as not having revoked his authority to 
become a shareholder before he was actually put on the register.—Counsz1, 
Buckley, Q.C., and FE. Ford; Hastings, Q.C., and George Lawrence. Sout- 
citors, Beyfus § Beyfus ; Slaughter § May. 

[Reported by M. J. Bu.xe, Barrister-at-Law.] 





High Court—Chancery Divisicn. 
WIGRAM v. BUCKLEY—Chitty, J., 1st May. 

Lis Penpens—Personat Estate—Tue Jupements Act, 1839, s. 7 (2 & 3 
Vicr. c. 11)—30 & 31 Vict. c. 47, s. 2 (** Vacation or Recistra- 
TION ’’), 

On the 2nd of December, 1885, the defendants, who were traders, mort- 
ga their present and future book debts to the plaintiffs. On the 28th 
of June, 1892, the plaintiffs commenced the above action for foreclosure 
and registered it as a /is pendens on the Ist of July, 1892. On the 29th of 
July, 1892, Chitty, J., appointed a receiver of the book debts and granted 
an injunction to restrain the defendants from dealing with them. By 
arrangement with the defendants the receiver did not take possession or 
give notice to the book debtors, and the defendants carried on their busi- 
ness as usual. Some time about the 16th of May, 1893, the defendants 
assigned the book debts to the applicants, who had no notice of the /is 
pendens or of the order of July, 1892. The applicants gave immediate 





notice to the book debtors. On the Ist of December, 1893, the receiver 
for the first time gave notice of his title to the book debtors and directed 
them not to pay their debts to anyone but him. On the 6th of December, 
1893, the applicants took out a summons in the above action, asking that, 
notwithstanding the order of July, 1892, they might be at liberty to 
collect the book debts, and claiming that under the circumstances their 
title ought to prevail against that of the plaintiffs. Counsel for the appli- 
cants contended that the doctrine of lis pendens only applied to real estate ; 
he relied on the words ‘‘ whose estate is intended to be affected thereby ” 
in the Judgments Acts, 1839, s. 7: Shelford, 464. There was no direct 
authority on the point. Berry v. Gibbons (21 W. R. 754, L. R. 8 Ch. 747) 
only decided that a general decree for administration without a receiver or 
injunction did not prevent an executor from dealing with the assets. 
Counsel for the respondents (the plaintiffs) referred to Elphinstone on 
Searches, p. 91; Comyns on Abstracts, 4th ed., p. 193 (reversionary per- 
sonalty); Wigney v. Wigney (31 W. R. 140, 7 P. D. 228) (personalty); Bul? 
v. Hutchens (11 W. R. 866, 32 Beav. 615, 618) (leaseholds) ; and pointed out 
that the applicant’s contention rendered the judgments in those cases, as in 
Berry v. Gibbons, wanecessary. . 

Currry, J., said that undoubtedly decisions on /is pendens would, from 
the nature of the case mostly deal with real estate. The doctrine of 
lis pendens did not apply to every suit, but only to suits to recover 
specific property. His lordship could see no distinction between real and 
personal property in cases where it could be specifically recovered, as, 
for example, in the case of specific chattels. The present case was a cuit 
to recover specific book debts. Such a suit was one to which the common 
doctrine of /is pendens applies. As Lord Cranworth said in Bellamy v. 
Sabine (6 W. R. 1, 1 De G. & J. 566, 578), the lis pendens affected 
a purchaser not because it amounted to notice, but because the 
law did not allow one party pendente lite to alienate the property in 
dispute, so as to prejudice his opponent, and Turner, L.J.’s judgment 
was to the same effect. That was the true principle, and there 
was no apparent distinction between realty and personalty. Now Lord 
Romilly had, or thought he had, the very point before him in Berry v. 
Gibbons, and stated his opinion thus: ‘‘I have no doubt whatever about 
this case. The doctrine of /is pendens would be worth nothing at all if 
when a suit is registered the application of that doctrine is to be excluded, 
on the ground that the parties do not actually know of the suit, or that the 
doctrine only applies to real estate.” The Court of Appeal in no way 
dissented from this judgment, but reversed the decision on another 
ground, viz., that the suit was one to which the doctrine of lis 
pendens did not apply. It was an administration order without any 
receiver or injunction. The executrix, dealing with the testator’s 
property under her legal title, mortgaged a picture to a bank. The 
Court of Appeal said that the doctrine of lis yendens had no hearing on the 
case, for a mere administration decree without receiver or injunction did 
not take away the legal powers of disposition of the executrix. Their 
decision would have been different if the action had been for recovery of 
the specific picture and a receiver had been appointed. Such a suit would 
have fallen within the doctrine. The case of Price v. Price (35 W. R. 386, 
35 Ch. D. 297) was to the same effect. In his lordship’s opinion the 
authorities on the proper limitations of the doctrine of lis pendens all 
justified him in the conclusion he had arrived at — viz., that where 
specific property was sought to be affected it was immaterial whether 
it was real or personal estate, or a chose in action. The application 
failed. It would be a strange thing if the court, having granted an 
injunction to restrain a person from dealing with particular property, 
should entertain an application to enforce the title of a subsequent 
assignee. It was argued that the language of the Judgments Act, 1839, 
s. 7, shewed that the doctrine applied to real estate only. If the use of 
the word ‘‘ estate’’ had that effect, then that statute, which was passed 
for the protection of purchasers, had not relieved purchasers of personal 
estate from the former doctrine of lis pendens, and that doctrine—viz., 
that all her Majesty’s subjects were bound at their own risk and peril to 
take notice of what passed in her Majesty’s courts—applied with all its 
original severity. No doubt a man could have no “‘ estate’’ in personalty, 
but his lordship was not satisfied that the Legislature intended to use the 
word ‘‘ estate ”’ in so narrow a sense as only to protect purchasers of real 
estate. In the subsequent Act of 1867 (30 & 31 Vict. c. 47), enabling 
the registration of lis pendens to be vacated, the word ‘‘ property’ was 
used. That was a wide term, and included personal estate. In the 
present case it was not absolutely necessary to decide that the word 
‘* estate ’’ in the Judgments Act, 1839, s. 7, included personal estate, but 
his lordship thought it right to express an opinion that it did.—Covnsz1, 
Horace Kent; Levett, Q.C., and Rowden; Ward Coldridge. Soxtcrrors, 
Thomas Edwards ; Lindsay, Greenfield, § Masons ; Mason, Phillips, § Cotton. 

{Reported by G. Row.anp Atston, Barrister-at-Law.] 





High Court—Quzen’s Bench Division. 
PONTING v. NOAKES—26th April. 
Neciicence—Inivury To CatrLe—Porsonous Trers—NviIsance—TRESPASs. 


Appeal from a verdict and judgment for the plaintiff in the County Court 
at Andover, The action was brought for the value of the plaintiff's colt, 
which was alleged to have been poisoned by eating the defendant's yew. 
The plaintiff was a farmer, and occupied a field separated from the defend- 
ant’s field by a fence. On the side of the fence, next the defendant's field, 
was a ditch belonging to the defendant. On the defendant's land, near the 
fence, grew a yew tree, the branches of which projected over the ditch, but not 
beyond it, and they did not overhang the plaintiff's field. About 120 yards 
distant grew another yew in the garden of a person named Hunt, which 
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overhung the plaintiff's field, and in the hedge of the plaintiffs field, about 
fifty yards from the defendant’s yew, there was also a small yew bush. On 
the 25th of June the colt and several other horses were in the plaintiff's 
field. On the following day the colt was found dead five yards from the 
defendant’s yew, and from the examination made of the body, it was clear 
that the colt had died from eating yew leaves. It also appeared from the 
evidence, that all the trees above-mentioned had been recently eaten. Evi- 
dence was given by a veterinary surgeon that horses most frequently dropped 
down dead directly after eating of yew, or within a short distance, although 
he had known horses walk a mile after so doing, before the effects were 
fatal. The county court judge declined to hold that there was no evidence, 
and left the case to the jury, who found that the colt had eaten of the 
defendant’s tree, and not of the other trees. The county court judge, there- 
fore, entered the verdict and judgment for the plaintiff for £22, and the 
defendant appealed on the ground (1) that there was no evidence that the 
colt had, in fact, eaten of the defendant’s yew, and (2) that assuming there 
was, no liability rested upon the defendant in point of law. The court 
reserved judgment. 


April 26.—Twe Covrr (Cuartes and Coxtins, JJ.) dismissed the 
appeal. 

Cuartes, J., in the course of a written judgment, said that after some 
hesitation he was of opinion that there was some evidence to go to the jury 
that the colt had eaten of the defendant’s tree. It was, therefore, necessary 
to consider the second point, and as to that the poisonous tree was admitted 
to be wholly on the defendant's land, but, inasmuch, as it was so near the 
boundary that an animal could easily reach the branches, it was contended 
that the principle of Fietcher v. Rylands (14 W. R. 799, L. R. 1 Ex. 265, 
L. R. 3 H. L. 330, 17 W. R. Dig. 17) was applicable. That case, however, 
only referred to the escape from the defendant's land of something which he 
had brought there, and which was likely to do mischief if it escaped. That 
rule of law was clearly brought out by the judgment of Blackburn, J., which 
was adcpted by the House of Lords. In Zenant v. Goldwin (1 Salk. 21) it was 
laid down that he whose stuff it is must keep it in, that it may not trespass, 
and in all the cases in which the defendant was held liable, it would be found 
that the noxious thing, whether “ beasts, water, filth, or smells,’’ or what 
not, had, somehow, escaped from the defendant’s land. See Firth v. Bow- 
ling Iren Co. (3 C. P. D. 254), and Crowhurst v. Amersham Local Board (23 
Soxrcrrors’ JourNAL, 227, 27 W. R. 95,4 Ex. D. 5). See also Wilson v. 
Newberry (16 Sontcirors’ Jovrnau, 160, 20 W. R. 111, L. R. 7 Q. B. 81). 
Fletcher v. Rylands, therefore; had no application to this case. Could it, 
however, be said that there was any duty not to grow a poisonous tree so 
near the boundary of a man’s prorerty as to be easily accessible to his 
neighbour’s stock? r if it was grown there, was there anv duty on him to 
take precaution to protect them? Here, then, was no liability on the 
defendant’s part to fence, otherwise the jury might have found that the colt’s 
death was the natural consequence of a breach of duty on his part. But the 
hurt received by the animal being due to his wrongful intrusion, his owner 
had no right to complain. For the test, as laid down in Deane v. Clayton (7 
Taunt, at p. 533) and approved in Jordan v. Crump (8 M. & W. 782), was 
whether the animal had a right to te where he was when he received the 
hurt. If he had not, unless there was the element of intention to injure, as 
in Bird v. Holbrook (4 Bing. 628), or of nuisance, as in Barnes v. Ward (9 
C. B. 392), no action was maintainable. There was no evidence here that 
there was anything io the nature of a nuisance or a trap which could sup- 
port the action upon such ground as that in which Townsend v. Watkin (9 
East, 277) was decided. It was, therefore, the plaintiff's duty to prevent his 
horses going too near the trees, and not the defendant's, and the defendant, 
therefore, was not liable in this case. 


Cottins, J., also delivered a written judgment, and fully concurred.— 
Counset, H. Browne; T. Willes Chitty. Soxtcrrors, Peacock § Goddard, for 
Longman, Andover ; Stocken § Jupp. 


[Reported by J. P, Metron, Barrister-at-Law. | 





Solicitors’ Cases. 
Re FRAPE—North, J., 25th April. 


Soxricrror—Cirent—OrnpDER TO Tax—RETAINER DISPUTED AFTER ORDER— 
TAXATION. 


This was a summons taken out by a client, Mr. F. Perrett, against his 
solicitor, to review taxation of a bill of costs. The facts of the case, 
which are reported in Re Frape (41 W. R. 232, 417; 1893, 2 Ch. 284), were 
briefly as follows:—Under an agreement dated the 23rd of February, 
1892, made under the Solicitors’ Kemuneration Act, 1881, Mr. Frape, the 
solicitor, had retained a sum of money belonging to the client. Subse- 
quently, on the 5th of March, 1892, the client obtained an order in the 
Queen’s Bench Division for delivery of the bill. The solicitor delivered ter 
bills in pursuance to the order, amounting altogether to £190 7s. 8d. On the 
28th of March, 1893, the Court of Appeal, varying an order of North, J., 
held that there was an agreement under the Solicitors Act, but referred 
the matter to the taxing master that the bills might be taxed to shew 
whether or not there was a fair agreement. The bills were taxed down to 
£65 19s. 10d., and the chief clerk certified that in his opinion the agree- 
ment was fair and reasonable. On taxation the client, inter alia, objected 
to bill No. 2—£8 16s. 8d.—on the ground that there was no retainer, as 
he had not authorized the solicitor to do the work charged in the bill or 
had knowledge of it. The taxing master disallowed the objection on the 
ground that, after obtaining an order to tax all the bills, the client could 
not dispute the retainer as to one. On. behalf of the client it was argued 


that there should oply have been one bill, and thep all items could have 


| 


been disputed. The solicitor should not be able to obtain payment of 
certain items, all of which were disputed, by the delivery of ten bills 
instead of one. Re Herbert (35 W. R. 606, 34.Ch. D. 504) and Re Jones (36 
Ch. D. 105) were referred to. 


Norru, J., held that the taxing master was right, and the summons 
must be dismissed. Bill No. 2 related to te and ind dent 
transactions. The client had accepted the situation when he applied for 
and obtained an order for taxation of all the ten bills. By so doing he 
admitted that there was something due in respect of the particular bill, 
and he could not now be permitted to deny the retainer, although he 
might object to certain items.—CounseL, J. L. Wilkinson ; Peile. Sortct- 
tors, Atkinson & Dresser ; Venn § Woodcock. 


{Reported by J. Anruur Paice, Barrister-at-Law.)} 
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LAW SOCIETIES, 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
SPECIAL GENERAL MEETING. 


A special general meeting of the Incorporated Law Society was held on 
Friday, the 27th ult., at the Hall of the Society, Chancery-lave, the 
President, Mr. F. P. Morrexi (Oxford), occupying the chair. 


Revision or THE Byz-Laws. 


The Vice-Prestpent (Mr. Jonn Hunter, London) brought forward the 
proposed new bye-laws which had been drawn up by the council. He 
said it was necessary to enter into some detailed explanation. The council 
had for some time had the matter of the bye-laws under their considera- 
tion, as they were very complicated, and during the year of the presidency 
of Mr. Pennington that gentleman had set to work to have the bye-laws 
redrafted and rearranged. The new bye-laws had been approved by the 
council, and they were now brought before the meeting for confirmation 
or to be amended or dealt with as the meeting might think proper. To 
a very great extent the new bye-laws were merely a repetition and re- 
arrangement of the original bye-laws, and an endeavour had been made to 
remove some of the difficulties which were found to exist under the old 
bye-laws in carrying on the administration of the business of the eociety. 
He would ask the meeting to take it from him that he would mention 
every alteration which had been effected, and except so far as he men- 
tioned those alterations the new bye-laws were simply a re-enactment of 
the old ones. The interpretation clause was entirely new, and everybedy 
would agree that that was a useful addition. Bye-law 2, which embodied 
the arrangements for electing members of the society, was altered to the 
extent that formerly, under the regulations made by the council, it was 
necessary to put up in the hall the name of every candidate for election as 
a member; whilst under the new arrangement this was dispensed with, 
and the candidate was merely pro by a member of the society in 
writing, and the proposal was submitted to the council, and the member 
was elected by the council by ballot as before, without any previous 
publication. Bye-law 3 prescribed the mode of election by ballot. 
This had hitherto been only a regulation cf the council, and, 
therefore, capable of alteration by them, but, of course; when once 
it was a bye-law it was out of the power of the council to alter it. Bye- 
law 4, as to the admission of a member on payment of his subscription, 
was partly a regulation previously. Bye-law 5, as to the amount of annual 
subscription, which was to be fixed by the council, said that in fixing the 
amount of the annual subscription the council should be at liberty to 
divide members into classes, and to provide that different amounte should 
be payable by different classes and extend over different periods; and 
generally to regulate, and from time to time to vary, the subscriptions 
payable by members, or by different classes of members, as the council 
might think fit. The old bye-law said that the council should be at 
liberty to make a reduction in favour of new members who had been 
admitted for less than three years, of members elected after a given date, 
of those taking out country certificates, and of country members who were 
members of provincial law societies. The council were advised that, 
having the power to fix the annual subscriptions and divide the members 
into classes, it was not worth while to repeat these specific classes. There 
might be others from time to time whom it was desirable to admit to 
membership in this way. Bye-law 6 provided for the exclusion of 
members not paying their subscriptions. e old rule enacted that if a 
member neglected to pay his subscription for three months he was to have 
seven days’ notice, and afterwards his name was to be posted in the hall 
for three months, so that it took six months and seven days to exclude 
The new bye-law proposed that if he neglected to pay his subscription for 
three months and did not do so at the end of the seven days the council 
might exclude him. Bye-law 11 provided for the sus ion of members. 
It required that sus ion must be resolved on by a meeting of the 
council, at which twelve at least of those present must assent, and there 
must be at least sixteen members present. The old rule required thirteen 
instead of twelve. Bye-law 12 provided for the expulsion of members in 
certain events. The old rule required that three members of the society 
should make a complaint or requisition to the council. Then there was 
to be a special meeting of the council, after which twenty-one days’ notice 
was to be given to the offender. Then there was to be a special general 
meeting of the society to confirm the exclusion. The new bye-law pro- 
vided that the council should send a statement in writing to the member 
of the conduct imputed to him, and if on the consideration of his 
tion or in its absence the council should think he should be expelled, they 





should report to the pext general meeting of the society, and af that meet- 
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ing the offender might be excluded. Rule 13 provided for the place 
and date of the annual general meeting. By the charter the society was 
directed to hold it in May or as soon after as possible. The new bye- 
law said that the annual general meeting should be always held in London, 
on a date to be fixed by the council. Bye-law 14 laid it down that notice 
of every annual general meeting should be affixed in the hall of the 
society thirty-five clear days before the day for holding the same, and 
should state the names of the members of the council retiring by rotation, 
and which of them, so far as known, would be nominated for re-election, 
and should also state what other vacancies (if any) existed. With regard 
to this there had been a good deal of discussion among the members of the 
council. The old rule required that the notices should be sent out by 
ges to every member of the society. Now there were 7,000 members, and 
it was a rather serious matter to undertake the sending out of two notices, 
and the council had endeavoured to arrange that everybody should have 
notice with only one circular. The old rule required thirty days’ notice by 
toevery member, and that candidates should be nominated twenty 

ys before the meeting. ‘Therefore it was impossible in the first instance 
to tell the members anything more than that there was to be a meeting. 
A second notice had to be sent out ten days before the meeting with the 
list of vacancies and list of candidates. Since this new bye-law had been 
drafted the matter had been under further consideration, and the council 
were p to adopt an amendment which would be moved to the 
bye-law, which said that notice of every annual general meeting should 
be affixed in the hall and sent thirty-five clear days before the day for 
holding the same to the secretaries of the provincial law societies who 
had registered their names with the secretary of the society, for the 
information of such of their members as were members of the society, and 
should be published in such legal newspapers as might from time to time 
be named by the council, and such notice should state the names of the 
members of the council retiring by rotation, and which of them, so far as 
known, would be nominated for re-election; and should also state what 
vacancies (if any) existed. The new bye-law further provided that notice 
of every annual general meeting should also be sent to each member at 
least fourteen clear days before the day for holding the same; and that 
such second notice should specify the candidates nominated to fill the 
vacancies in the council, and in the offices of president, vice-president, 
and auditors, and also the names and addresses of those by whom they 
were nominated, not being less than two nor more than ten in number. 
Bearing upon this was the new bye-law 44, which said that at any time 
after the last annual general meeting, and not less than twenty-one clear 
days before the day fixed for the next annual general meeting, any 
members, not being less than two nor more than ten, might give to the 
secretary a notice or notices in writing, signed by them, nominating any 
qualified member or members as a member or members of the council, and 
specifying the name and address of the candidate or candidates, 
and such notice or notices, or the purport thereof, should, fourteen 
clear days before the date of the annual general meeting, be affixed by 
the secretary in the hall of the society, and sent to the members. So 
that at any time after this year’s general meeting candidates for next year 
might be nominated in anticipation of the vacancies that might arise and 
anyone might be put forward as a member of the council or president, 
vice-president, or auditor. As soon as one annual meeting had gone by 
it would be competent for anybody to nominate any qualified member for 
election at the next annual general meeting. The notices would be kept 
until fourteen days before the next annual meeting and then circulated. 
By bye-law 16 twenty-one days’ notice of any motion to be brought 
forward at an annual general meeting must be given. The rule had been 
fifteen days’ notice hitherto. Bye-law 17 provided for the order of pro- 
ceedings at the annual general meetings, amongst other matters for the 
election of the president, vice-president, and members of the council, as 
hitherto, except that it got rid of the vird voce nomination in the meeting 
at present required. It also laid down that the annual report of the 
council should be submitted to the meeting. Although this had always 
been done it was not provided for under the old bye-laws. It also gave 
the chairman power to vary the order of the proceedings. Bye-law 18, 
with regard to special general meetings, said that notice of every such 
should (except in case of urgency, when it might be dispensed 

with) be up in the hall of the society thirty-five clear days before the 
day for holding the same, also that twenty-one clear days’ notice in 
writing must be given to the secretary of any motion to be moved at such 
meeting. Bye-law 20 required that every requisition to the council for 
a @ special general meeting should be sent to the secretary, and 
sh the object for which such meeting was to be called ; and 
it should incumbent on the council to call a meeting in pursuance 
thereof, to be holden not later than twenty-eight clear days from the 
receipt of such requisition. The old bye-law required the council within 
fourteen days after the receipt of the requisition to call the meeting, which 
was to be held within twenty-eight days of its receipt. Bye-law 22 said 
that the council should send out notice of a special general meeting to each 
member seven clear days at least before the holding of the meeting; the 
old bye-law required ten clear days. Rule 26 said that if within half an 
hour after the time appointed for a general meeting twenty members 
were not present, the meeting, if called on requisition, should fail, and 
should not be held ; but if not so called, the meeting should be adjourned 
to a day and hour to be fixed by a majority of the members present, and 
if within half an hour after the hour so fixed twenty members were not 
t, then the meeting should fail and should not be held. The old 





jye-law prescribed that if twenty members were not present within half | 
an hour the meeting should be adjourned till the next week, and then if | 


there was not a quorum that it should be adjourned from week to week 
till a sufficient number was present. Bye-law 30 uired seven days’ 
notice tomembers of any proposed alteration of bye-laws, the old bye-law 





required fourteen days’ notice. Bye-law 31 laid it down that 

if the repeal or alteration of any bye-law, or the enactment of any new 

bye-law should be proposed by the council, such repeal or alteration, or 

such new bye-law, if carried at the meeting at which it should have been 

proposed, should be binding without confirmation; if proposed by an 

individual member of the society, the same should not be binding unless it 

should be adopted by the council, or confirmed at the next general meeting. 

At pre:ent the second meeting was imperative for a bye-law proposed by a 

private member. The second meeting would now be dispensed with if the 

council approved of the alteration. Bye-law 37 provided that the minutes 

of proceedings at a general meeting should be signed by the president at 
the next annual meeting. The old bye-law required that they should be 
signed, but did not say when. Bye-law 40 added to the old bye-law, which 

eaid that the ten members in council who had been longest in office should 
retire at the annual general meeting, a provision that their places should be 

filled by election, and any case of doubt or difficulty arising as between 

members who had been in office for the same length of time should be 

decided by agreement among those members, or in default of agreement, 

then by lot. The outgoing members of the council should be considered 

asin office not only until the meeting should break up or adjourn, but 
until others should be respectively elected in their place. Bye-law 42 was 

new. It was as follows:—‘‘ The office of a member of the council is 
vacated by disqualification if a competent court declares that he has 
committed an act of bankruptcy, or if he becomes of unsound mind, 

or if he abstains, without leave, from attending the meetings of the 
council for a period of six months consecutively, and a resolution of the 
council declaring him disqualified as aforesaid shall be conclusive as 
to the fact and grounds of disqualification stated in the resolution.’’ 

Bye-law 45 related to the adjourned meetings at which reports of polls 

were to be received. The old bye-law said that the adjourned meeting 
should be held not less than twenty-one or more than twenty-eight days 
after the meeting. The new bye-law did not fix the time, but left it for 
the chairman of the meeting to settle. Bye-law 46 laid it down that the 
secretary should, with ‘‘ all convenient speed,’’ forward a voting paper to 
every member. The old bye-law required vivé voce nomination at the 
meeting, and fixed a day for sending out the papers. Bye-law 48, as to 
suspension of members of the council, required that twelve at least should 
consent to the suspension, and that at least sixteen should be present at 
the meeting called for the purpose ; the old bye-law required that thirteen 
should consent. Bye-law 49 required that a general meeting should be 
called to confirm the suspension within twenty-eight days; the old bye- 
law said twenty-one. Bye-law 50 wasa slight enlargement of the old rule, 
and gave the council power to make regulations for meetings and proceed- 

ings and generally for the management of the affairs of the society. Bye- 
law 52 laid it down that a list of the council, shewing how many times 
each member had attended at meetings of the council and at committees 
during the past year, should be open for inspection by the members. The 
old bye-law provided that the list should be open to inspection on or 
before the 15th of April. It would be always open now. Bye-law 57 was 
a new provision. It provided that in the event of a casual vacancy 
occurring in the office of president or vice-president the council should 
elect one of their members to serve till the next annual general meeting 
or the appointment of his successor. Bye-law 58 was new. It provided 
that the council should cause proper accounts to be kept of the income 
and expenditure of the society, and of its property, assets and liabilities. 
The old bye-law provided that there should be an account of receipts and 
disbursements ; the new terms were in accordance with the suggestion of 
the auditors. Bye-law 63 provided that a casual vacancy in the office of 
auditor should be filled up by the council. The old bye-law required a casual 
vacancy to be filled up by a special general meeting, and within the last 
year or two it had been necessary to have a special general meeting at 
considerable inconvenience to elect an auditor. Bye-law 64 provided that 
the accounts should be issued to the members with the notice convening 
the annual general meeting. The present rule required the accounts to be 
left in the secretary’s room by the 15th of April for inspection. At 
present the council were not bound to circulate the accounts, but for 
the future they would be bound. Bye-law 71 gave the council power 
to permit such persons as they should think proper to use the hall and 
library, and other rooms of the society, and to make regulations therefor. 
The old bye-law had restricted this power to the cases of persons residing 
abroad. The new bye-law would enable the council to let anyone in they 
thought desirable. Certain of the old bye-laws prohibited general 
meetings in the hall, and the fixing of any notice without the consent of the 
council. These bye-laws were omitted. It was considered that the matter 
was covered by the general authority the council would have under the 
new bye-law 69, which said: ‘‘The hall of the society shall be used for 
the resort of the members, subject to regulations, and for holding general 
meetings of the society, and for any other purpose which the council shall 
think likely to promote the views and objects, or to be conducive to the 
benefit of the society.’’ 

Mr Cuas. Forp (London) asked if bye-law 72 embodied any alteration. 
It was as follows:—‘‘The council may appropriate such parts of the 
society’s buildings as they shall think fit as club-rooms, and may make 
regulations for the use thereof.’’ 

The Vice-fPresipent said the old bye-law ran thus :—‘‘ The council may 
appropriate such parts of the society’s buildings as they shall think fit as 
club-rooms, subject to such regulations as the council shall approve.’’ It 
was practically the same. 

Mr. Forp said the new bye-law was not quite the same. 


The Vice-Prestpent thought it was a very slight alteration in effect. 
He would move: ‘‘ That the existing bye-laws be repealed, and the pro- 
posed new bye-laws as adopted by the council be enacted,’’ it being dis- 











ro- 


lis- 








. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


[Vol. 38.] 441 











_ May 5, 1894. 








tinctly understood that the council accepted the amendment which Mr. 
Saunders would move. 

Mr. R. Pennrneron (London) seconded the motion. After the very 
full explanation of the vice-president he’ should not trouble the meeting 
with any observations upon the bye-laws. He only wished to say that the 
object which the oounell tnd had in view when they had determined last 
year to make some alterations in the bye-laws was to effect a few improve- 
ments which had been indicated in order to simplify the proceedings of 
the society as much as possible, and above all things to save expense to 
the society. The expenses of the society in many directions were very 
large, as the members would see when they received the accounts for the 
past year very shortly. And of course it was extremely desirable that the 
society should whenever any opportunity offered keep down the expenses 
in such matters as were now sought to be dealt with by the bye-laws as 
much as they possibly could. He ee that the meeting in discussing 
the bye-laws would kindly bear that object in mind. He had nothing to 
add beyond this, that after the counall came to the determination that 
some alteration should be made, Mr. Williamson and he had spent many 
an hour together in endeavouring to make these alterations as suitable in 
form as possible, and he thought that they would have, at any rate as 
regarded the bye-laws as a whole, the support of the meeting. 

Tue Prestpent then brought forward the bye-laws seriatim, pausing 
after each for any remarks or motions. 


MEMBERS. 


Mr. Forp called attention to bye-law 11: ‘‘ The council may suspend 
any member from using the hall or library or any of the rooms belonging 
to the society, and from the exercise of all other rights and privileges of 
a member during such period as they may think fit, not extending beyond 
the next general meeting, for any cause which shall, in their opinion, 
render such suspension necessary or expedient: Provided that at 
least sixteen members fof the council must be present at the meeting at 
which the suspension shall be resolved on, and twelve at least of the 
members present must consent thereto.’’ He thought the general tenor 
of the alterations throughout was—-he did not say it unkindly—to give 
more elbow room to the members of the council. If he was right it was 
very unfortunate and a very great mistake that for many years past there 
had been a feeling that this was the tendency of the governing body. 
With regard to the bye-law, he thought the council ought to have the 
power of suspending any member from using the club-room. He 
suggested that the words club-room chould be incorporated in the bye- 
law. 

The Presrpent thought the club-room was covered by the bye-law. 

Mr. Forp said that if that was so he would not press the point. 


GeneraL MEgtInGs. 


Mr. Forp called attention to bye-law 13: ‘‘ The annual general meeting 
shall always be held in London, on a date to be fixed by the council.’’ It 
was giving to the council complete power to call the annual general meeting 
at any time of the year they might think fit. The members had confidence 
in the sagacity and wisdom of the council, but in some evil moment they 
might call the members together during the Long Vacation. He thought 
the bye-law ought to remain as it was, and mention the specific months 
when the meeting should be held. He moved as an amendment that the 
bye-law remain unaltered. 

Mr. E. K. Biyru (London) seconded the amendment. 

The Vicr-Prestpent pointed out that the charter provided that the 
annual meeting should be held in the month of May, or as soon thereafter as 
conveniently might be. It had been found convenient to have the meeting 
in July rather than May, because practically it was the termination, as 
nearly as possible, of the legal year. 

Mr, W. Metmorn Waurers (London) said that it had been suggested at 
the council that the bye-law should fix the meeting for July, but Mr. 
Fitzgerald had advised that that might be challenged as inconsistent with 
the charter. He thought Mr. Ford must give the council credit for not 
on area to fix the annual meeting at a time when members could not 
attend. 

Mr. Forp thought the words of the charter should be imported into the 
bye-law. The members were at present called together at a most incon- 
venient time. He knew no more unfortunate hour for business men than 
two o’clock in the afternoon. 

Mr. F. T. Wootnert (London) suggested that the words might be in- 
serted ‘‘ except during the Long Vacation.”’ 

Mr. Forp moved as an amendment to introduce the words of the 
charter. 

Mr. Buyru seconded the amendment. The bye-law would be mis- 
leading to members who had not access to the charter. 

Mr. Metvi1 Green (Worthing) pointed out that they could not inter- 
fere with the charter, which was obtained fifty years ago. The old bye- 

law said not a word about the month for the meeting, and the introduction 
of the words of the charter would create an impression that there was 


some sort of necessity for holding the annual mee in May, which 
would be a most inconvenient time. For instance, the president would 
have to be changed in the midst of legislation in connection with which 


he might have been seeing the Lord Chancellor and others. 


or emg meeting shall be affixed in the hall and sent thirty-five clear 
fore the day for holding the same to the secretaries of the 

law societies who have registered their names with the secretary of the 
society, for the information of such of their members as are members of the 
| society, and shall be published in such of the legal newspapers as may 
from time to time be named by the council, and such notice shall state 
the names of the members of the council retiring by rotation, and which 
of them, so far as known, will be nominated for re-election : and shall also 
state what vacancies (if any) exist.’”’ He said the amendment was moved 
with the object of carrying out the views of the provincial law societies. 
It was considered that the notice in the hall was not sufficient notice to 
the country members of the profession, and the members of the provincial 
societies formed the great bulk of the country profession. e matter 
had been considered at a full representative meeting of the provincial law 
societies held a short time since, over which he had presided, and it was 
then considered that the object would be met by the amendment. It 
would be a saving of very considerable expense to the general body, 
though that expense would certainly be thrown upon the members of the 
provincial law societies, but inasmuch as the mem! of the provincial law 
societies now paid a very reduced subscription to the central society it 
might be fair that the expense should be borne by them. 

Mr. Buyru seconded the amendment. The insertion of the notice in 
the legal papers would make it known to the whole profession. 

The Vice-Prestpent said the council had received a communication 
from Manchester. Mr. Cooper, a member of the council residing at Man- 
chester, had sent the copy of a resolution passed by the Manchester Law 
Association, expressing the regret of the association that a proposal had 
been made by the Associated Provincial Law Societies for dispensing with 
notice of the annual meeting being given to every member of the society, 
as it would deprive 1,200 provincial members from the ————— of 
taking part in the election of members of the council. He (the vice-pre- 
sident) thought the addition to the bye-law now proposed would give 
them sufficient notice, and they would not be deprived of the opportunity 
of taking part in the election. 

Mr. Forp asked if this was a substitution for the notice to be sent to 
each member ? 

The Presrpent said it was a substitution for the first notice. The first 
notice would be sent to all the provincial law societies, and would appear 
in the legal papers. The second notice would go to every member. 

Mr. Saunvers: But the second notice is not sent in time to enable the 
nomination to be made. 

The amendment was carried, and then as a substantive resolution. 

Mr. Forp objected to bye-law 16: ‘‘ Notice in writing must be given to 
the secretary, at least twenty-one clear days before the day for olding 
any annual general meeting, of any motion to be moved at such meeting.’ 
He said that under the old bye-law it was fifteen days. They were busy 
men, and, if they were to look ahead twenty-one days, it was very irk- 
some. 

The Prestpent said the alteration was made to Pe hen matters as 
uniform as possible. Twenty-one days was the usual time throughout. 

With regard to bye-law 18, giving the council power to call special 
meetings, 

Mr. Tin thought it was desirable to turn the resolution under which 
the special general a < January and April were held into a bye- 
law; otherwise they might have sprung upon them a motion to do awa, 
with those meetings. He moved to add: ‘* Meetings of the shall 
be held in January and A of each year, and one at least of such meet- 
ings shall be held at half-past seven in the evening.” This time would be 
very convenient for the council and very convenient for the busy men who 
came to the general meetings. 

Mr. F. K. Munton (London) said that, if the meeting would consent to 
the April meeting being a conversazione, he would be glad to second the 
amendment. 

Mr. M. H. Lzverron (London) seconded the amendment. 

The Present said that, if carried, it would be almost prohibitory to 
the attendance of country members to come there at half-past seven. 

Mr. Forp said the country members did not come there at two. 

The Presment: I think you can see a good many. I am one. 

The amendment was ved. 

Mr. Forp objected to bye-law 22, which altered the notice of a special 
general meeting to be sent to each member from ten clear days to seven 
clear days. 

The Pannen said the desire was to keep to twenty-one and seven and 
not ten and fifteen and all sorts of periods. 

On bye-law 29 as to the decision of questions at sage meetings as 
follows :—‘‘ Except where otherwise provided by bye-laws, all 
questions shall be decided by a majority of the members 
present and voting, and in all cases, incl the case of a contested 
election, the chairman shall, in the event of equality of votes, have a second 
a k Mag 0 that important questi concerning th 

r. Forp t ons e coun 
members who never came to the medlinpe were often brought = 
He moved to add: ‘* But where twenty-five members so present demand 
a poll on any question, then such question shall be determined by voting 





Mr. Forp withdrew his amendment in favour of one by Mr. Bryn, 
which he seconded, to incorporate the words, ‘‘ in accordance with the pro- | 
visions of the charter.”’ 

Mr. Watters pointed out that the bye-laws could not alter the date | 
prescribed by the charter. 

The amendment was negatived. 

Mr. O. T. Saunpers (Birmingham) moved the amendment to bye-law 14 
referred to by the vice-president as follows :—‘ Notice of every annual 


papers as provided by the bye-laws in the case of the election of members 
to serve on the council. 

Mr. J. R. ve ed yo seconded the amendment. 

Mr. Penntnerton th t this would be a mistake. It was very desirable 
that gentlemen who voted upon any question debated at these 
should hear the debate. He thought the House of Lords had found 


ld rule so bad in that that had altered it, and now db 
proxy in t Licks was chelithed eal ovary teember whe 


proxy in the House of 
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to vote must be present. He thought it a very wholesome rule, and that 
the society should abide by it. 

The amendment was negatived. 

Mr. Macartuur moved a further amendment, to insert after the words 
‘* members personally present,’’ the words, ‘‘and having no interest in 
the society opposed to the interests of the general members of the society.”’ 
They had seen at meeting after meeting the propositions which were 
independently brought forward swamped by the members of the club, and 
for which the council had paid the rent and the taxes for the past twelve 
years without any authority from the general body. 

Mr. Forp seconded the amendment. 

Mr. Watters hoped this would not be seriously discussed. It had been 
said that all roads lead to Rome, and having heard Mr. Macarthur a good 
many times and Mr. Ford, he had never heard them address a meeting 
without coming round to the Law Club. The Law Club was the fons et 
origo of all questions in the world. He was rather glad to see Mr. Mac- 
arthur among them again, it was so long since they had been indulged 
with a duet of this kind, to the amusement of the members. Mr. Ford 
must have felt it very hard work playing at battledore and shuttlecock 
without a partner. But seriously, was the meeting to go into this again? 
They had over and over again decided that it was in the interest of the 
society to encourage that which would bring large numbers of members 
together in the hall, one of the very objects for which the society was 
created. The real objection on the part of Mr. Macarthur and Mr. Ford 
was that the members of the club as a rule supported the council, there- 
fore the members of the club were to be excluded from voting—to be 
disfranchised—at these meetings. They might carry the principle further. 
A certain number of gentlemen, not members of the club, came there 
every day and read the newspapers. They were interested in having the 
accommodation provided, and so they must be disfranchised. In fact, 
there must be a scrutiny of the members. 

The amendment was negatived. 

Mr. Fonrp said with regard to bye-law 30, dealing with notice of motion 
as to alteration of bye-laws, that in the case of any proposed alteration 
the old bye-law ought to be printed side by side with the new. He moved 
to amend the bye-law to this effect. 

Mr. W. P. W. Puitimore (London) seconded the amendment. 

The amendment was negatived. 

The Prestpent thought it would be an improvement and that it was a 
matter for the consideration of the council. 

Mr. Forp objected to bye-law 34 laying it down that no resolution 
should be binding on the society until adopted by the council, or confirmed 
at the next general mecting, the bye-law not to apply to the case of a 
bye-law or resolution proposed by the council and carried at the meeting 
at which it shall have been proposed. If the members were a body of 
competent men and deliberately came to a decision on a particular matter, 
why should it go to the council for confirmation, and if they did not ap- 

rove of it, then that there should be another meeting? It was a most 
udicrous bye-law, and he moved that it be expunged. 

The Prestpent pointed out that the bye-law was not new at all, but was 
taken word for word from the old bye-law. 

Mr. Leverton seconded the motion. It was absurd that the council 
should set at defiance any resolution adopted by the general body. The 
effect would be that a resolution would be adopted at a general meeting 
and then there would be a whip-up for the next meeting to get rid of it. 

Mr. R. Ex.err (Cirencester) said the spirit of the bye-law was that no 
resolution should be binding on the society until confirmed by a second 
general meeting. There was surely excellent reason for a second meeting, 
otherwise the society might find itself pledged by some snap motion. 
Speaking asa country member he strongly protested against anything of 
that kind. Every country member would be practically pledged to attend 
every meeting if exposed to that. 

Mr. Buytu quite agreed with Mr. Ellett. This was a necessary bye-law 
for the purpose of protecting the society against the possibility of a 
motion being snapped at some meeting. The bye-law would simply 
enable the council to give the whole of the members of the society, after 
full notice, the opportunity of reconsidering it. 

Mr. Forp asserted that the opponents of his amendment could not quote 
a single precedent in connection with public companies or corporations for 
calling a second general meeting. 

The amendment was negatived. 

Mr. Forp referred to bye-law 35, which prevented the discussion at a 
general meeting of any subject which had been decided at a general 
meeting held within twelve months previously. Surely six months was 
long enough. The old bye-law had its origin in the fact that there was a 
very considerable feeling that the members ought to have constantly 
opportunities of attacking the Law Club until they had got rid of it. He 
moved as an amendment to substitute six for twelve. 

Mr. Puitiore, as an old opponent of the Law Club, seconded the 
amendment. 

Mr. Metviit Green said the society did not want to regulate its bye- 
oo by the Law Club or by the feelings of members with reference to the 
club. 

The amendment was negatived. 


Tue Covncin. 


Mr. Forp asked, with regard to bye-law 42, providing for the disquali- 
fication of a member of the council, whether it applied to extraordinary 
members also. 

The Prestpent replied that it did. 

Mr. Macartuvr, with regard to bye-law 46, dealing with the poll by 


making it obligatory to return the voting papers in envelopes, not in 
wrappers. 

The amendment was not seconded. 

Mr. Forp, with regard to bye-law 47, which gave the council power to 
elect, as extraordinary members of the council, the presidents of provincial 
law societies, the extraordinary members not to exceed ten in number, 
thought the number should be extended. 

Mr. Appison (London) said the charter limited the number to ten. 

Mr. Forp asked if the society was sufficiently guarded against mushroom 
societies? There was a case in which a country law scciety was formed, 
and its president was elected an extraordinary member of the council, but, 
before his year of office was up, the society had ceased to exist. He would 
like the bye-law altered to admit fifty extraordinary members. 

The Prestpent: We cannot alter the charter. 

Mr. Saunpexs assured Mr. Ford, as a country member of the council, 
that the election of the extraordinary members was carried out with great 
care. As a rule, Birmingham, Manchester, and Liverpool were repre- 
sented, and then the whole country was taken, with the object of finding 
which societies had the greatest claim to be represented. Regard was had 
to the constitution of the society and its extent. Such a case as that to 
which Mr. Ford had referred was not within his recollection. It must 
have been many years ago. 

Mr. Forn: It is some years ago. With regard to rule 50, giving the 
council power to make regulations for the ma ment of the affairs of 
the society, he hoped they would keep a watchful eye on the club. 

Mr. Watrsrs said that three members of the committee of the club 
were appointed by the council. 

Mr. Forp: But these three may be members of the club. We hold the 
council responsible for the management of the club. Calling attention to 
bye-law 52—‘‘ A list of the council, shewing how many times each mem- 
ber has attended at meetings of the council and at committees during the 
past year, shall be open for inspection by the members”’—he said the 
members had something else to do than to come into the office to see how 
the members of the council were attending to the duties imposed upon 
them. He thought a copy of the attendances should be sent to every 
member. There were some members of the council who never attended. 
He moved that the bye-law be amended accordingly. 

Mr. Putiumiore seconded the amendment. 

Mr. PennineorTon said his only objection was on the score of expense. It 
would be necessary to print 7,500 copies of the list. 
lished in all the legal newspapers, and he was sure every member of the 
society looked at the legal newspapers and saw the list. It would be 
really, he thought, an unnecessary expense. ~ . 

Mr. Apptson said that it would also be very unfair to the countr 
members of the council, who could not be expected to attend, as those did 
who practised in London. 
remained a member of the council. He could not be expected to attend 
with the same regularity as an ordinary member. 

The amendment was negatived. 


Accounts AND AuDIT. 


Mr. Forp referred to bye-law 68, requiring the council to keep accounts 
of the society’s income and expenditure, &c., and said they ought to have 
the accounts of the club before them also, because it would be a serious 
matter for the society, representing the whole of the profession, if that 
unfortunate club came financially to grief. The members of the society 
had no notion of the state of the club’s affairs. He had had the audacity 
to bring one or two actions against the society in connection with the 
club, and from the interrogatories he had ascertained a very unsatisfactory 
state of things as regarded the financial affairs of the club. 

The Prestpent thought he might tell the meeting that every member of 
the council did know the position of the club. The accounts were sent to 
the council every half year. 

Mr. Forp was extremely glad to hear it. He was under the impression 
that there were members of the council who did not approve of the club. 
He moved, as an amendment, that the council should have a record of the 
accounts of the club as well as of the accounts of the society. 

The amendment was not seconded. 


Use or Hatt, Lrerary, &c. 


Mr. Forp moved with regard to the heading to the section dealing with 
the hall, library, and other parts of the building, which ran: ‘‘ Use of 
hall, library, &c.,’’ to add words so that it read: ‘‘ Use of hall, club- 
room, library, &c.’’ 

Mr. Puiturmore seconded the amendment, which was negatived. 

Mr. Macartuur referred to bye-law 71: ‘‘ The council may from time 
to time permit such persons as they shall think proper to have the use of 
the hall and library and other rooms of the society ; and shall regulate 
the terms and conditions on which such persons shall be admitted, and the 
privileges to which they shall be entitled.’”’ He moved to insert after the 
word ‘‘ society ’’ these words, ‘‘ then used by the general members of the 
society.’’ 

ty Forp seconded the amendment, which was negatived. 

Mr. Puitimore moved with to bye-law 72, giving the council 
power to appropriate rooms for the club to amend it by making the 
regulations to be made subject to the approval of a general meeting. 

Mr. Macartuvr seconded the amendment, which was negatived. 

Mr. Forp said the old bye-law dealing with the subject laid it down 
that the rooms appropriated should be subject ‘‘ to such regulations as the 
council shall — By the new bye-law it was not obligatory that 
the council should approve the regulations, it only said they ‘‘ may make 





regulations.”” Therefore the council could leave the club to do as they 


voting papers for members of the council, moved to amend the bye-law by j Jiked with the society’s premises, The regulations of the club permitted 
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the club to allow any person, a member of the profession or not, to 
practically be a member of the club. How many non-professional men 
were members, he had not the remotest idea. 

The Prestwwent: There are two members only. 

Mr. Foxp said the number might be largely argumented. There was 
a regulation that they might have twenty honorary members who were not 
members of the society. He moved as a further amendment to add, 
‘‘That no person, other than a duly qualified member of the society, 
shall use such club-room as a member of the club.’’ 

The amendment was not seconded. 

Mr. Macartuvr, with regard to bye-law 73, giving the council power to 
let any of the rooms on such terms and for such pur, as they should 
think proper, moved as an amendment to add the words, ‘‘ for any period 
not exceeding seven consecutive days. A letting: for any longer period 


- shall be subject to the approval of a general or special general meeting of the 


society.’’ For cases of urgency the council could let the rooms for seven 
days, but for a longer period they ought to come to the members. He did 
not see why they should be charged with a rental of £2,000 a year for the 
benefit of one section of the members, 

Mr. Forp seconded the amendment. 

Mr. Penninoton was afraid that the result of such a resolution would 
be that the society could not let their strong-rooms, which were a very 
considerable source of revenue. 

The amendment was negatived. 

The original motion was then adopted. 

A vote of thanks to the President, moved by Mr. Forp, and seconded 
by Mr Biyrtu, terminated the proceedings. 





LAW FIRE INSURANCE SOCIETY. 


The forty-cighth annual general meeting of the Law Fire Insurance Society 
was held at the offices, Chancery-lane, on Tuesday, Sir Richard Nicholson 
(deputy chairman) presiding. 

The report stated that the business of the year, notwithstanding the recent 
commercial depression and the extraordinary number of fires that had 
occurred in Great Britain during 1893, had been satisfactory, and that the 
premium income bad amounted to £133,493, being an increase of £3,605 over 
that of 1892. The total amount insured might be estimated at £115,000,000. 


_ The claims paid for losses during the year amounted to £60,938 3s. 6d., the 


proportion of loss to the amount of premium being 453 per cent. The 
accounts, after allowing for commission and expenses of management, showed 
a balance of £50,737 12s. 11d. 

The CHAIRMAN, in moving the adoption of the report and accounts, said 
that last year he had occupied the chair during what it was hoped would be 
the temvorary illness of their late chairman, Sir Arnoid William White. 
Unfortunately Sir Arnold had since been taken from them, and ne was sure 
that the profession at large would feel that they had sustained a loss 
together with the shareholders of the society. The Board felt that they had 
lost a man who by his genial and never-failing courtesy, by his great business 
capacity, and by the able way in which he had presided over tiem, had 
earned their respect and regard. Sir Arnold White had been a director for 
something like twenty-one years, and chairman for ten Dn ep They had 
also lost an old friend in Mr. Milman, who had enjoyed the confidence of 
them ell by reason of that judicial torn of mind which applied itself to the 
affairs of the company in its best interests. Mr. Milman had been a director 
for sixteen years, ana they would long miss his welcome face. Turning to the 
business of the meeting, he might tell them that the affairs of the society, as 
they might have gathered from the accounts, had been satisfactory. But the 
year 1893 in the insurance world had been as unfortunate as regarded fires to 
most other companies as was the year 1892. There had been an epidemic of 
fires not only in this country, but, he believed, throughout the world, and as 
a consequence the year had been a disastrous one to companies at large. A 
fire insurance business in its essence was a business of speculation scientifically 
carried out on a basis which, if carefully administered, must result in a profit 
to the office, and yet the results as regarded other companies throughout the 
country had during the last year, as in the year 1892, been extremely 
disastrous. The question naturally arose whether the rates for hazardous 
and semi-hazardous risks did not require to be raised. He thought 
that ultimately it would be found that that result must be 
brought about. Competition amongst the offices was so keen that 
that would probably be difficult, but he thought the various offices 
would have to consider sooner or later the acceptation of hazardous 
and semi-hazardous risks. Then, again, another cause which had contributed 
to the losses of most offices was that the keen competition had given rise to 
a great desire to have an increased premium income, regardless of the kind 
of property which that premium income represented. But this generally, he 
was afraid, had tended to a large proportion of hazardous and semi-hazerdous 
risks. Then the branch offices had eaten up a good deal of what might, in 
other circumstances, have gone into the coffers of the shareholders of the 
different societies. Commissions formed another element which had brought 
about this result. Turning to the company’s accounts, he might state, by 
way of introduction, that the average of fires for the last ten years in 
London had been 2,413. In the year 1892 the number of fires in London 
was 3,146, and in 1893 it was 3,410, and out of these 3,410 fires a 
quarter represented first-class risks. They would see, therefore, how 
it was that fire insurance had been extremely disastrous. The society’s 
account for the year 1893 showed net premiums of £133,493, as against 
£129,888 in 1892—an increase of £3,605. The interest on investments 
showed an increase of £369, the interest being £10,574 for 1893, against 
£10,205 in 1892. Adding these figures together, and small sums for 
transfers, and the balance of 1892 (£51,961), it gave a total receipt of 
£196,045, as against a total receipt of £185,537 in 1893. On the other side 


£60,938, and in 1892 £53,017—an increase of £7,921 ; and that. had neces- 
sarily increased the ratio of losses as against premium income from 40 
per cent. in 1892 to 45? per cent. in 1893. Payment of commission 
increased from £16,415 during 1892 to £17,205, or a difference of about 
£800. This had largely added to the increased amount of premiums. 
The. ratio which it bore to the premium income was 13 per cent. The 
balance of the account was £50,737, and if there was deducted from this 
the balance pees ~ forward from 1892 (£6,726) it left £44,011 as the 
net balance of profit on the year’s trading. He thought they would agree 
that this was a fairly satisfactory statement. The Board proposed to pay a 
dividend of 33 per cent. aud to give the usual bonus to the officers which 
would leave a sum of £12,221 to carry over. This amount if added to the 
reserve fund would bring it up to £147,221. The object of the reserve was 
to guard against dividend fluctuations, and he could not help thinking 
their reserve fund was rather inadequate. He had a very reasonable paper 
with which Mr. Bell had furnished him, showing the result of the trading 
of fire insurance offices for 1892. This dealt with no less than forty-six 
offices, and the average of losses to premium account was 66 per cent., 
that of the society was 40 per cent. The average of expenses to premium was 
32 per cent, the society’s was 24 per cent. He might mention that there was 
an office in the list which had a premium income of £1,500,000, which 
absolutely paid no dividend. Another office had a net premium income »f 
£600,000 which was very much in the same position. They ought, therefore, 
to congratulate themselves very much that they had not been hit as other 
offices had. Another office, with a premium income of £530,000, had 
65 per cent* of losses ; the society's percentage was 45 ; the percentage of that 
office’s expenses was 33, the society’s 27, and the profits the office in question 
made was 1 per cent. Another office had a premium income of £347,000, 
and its losses were 68 per cent, and its expenses 52. Then there was 
another office with £1,000,000 income, and the percentag: of loss was 69, and 
of expenses 30, a loss of £750,000 out of an income of £1,000,000. Another 
office, with an income of £413,000, showed losses 65 per cent., expenses 
84 percent. He hoped that though the society had been able for a considerable 
number of years to declare a dividend of 33 per cent. it would be considered 
only reasonable and proper that the reserve fund should be increased. 
He need not say how much they were indebted to the zealous and able 
labours of the secretary, Mr. Bell, and the Board had done what was in their 
power to keep the business on a satisfactory basis since the loss of the late 
chairman. The Board had alsu to thank the shareholders and the agents for 
the support they had given them. He asked them still to do all that lay in 
their power to help the society, They were helping themselves in bringing 
business to the society. 

Lord HosHouseE seconded the motion, which was carried, and a dividend 
at the rate of 16s. 6d. per share, or 33 per cent., was declared. 

The retiring directors and auditors were then re-elected, and the vacancies 
on the board caused by the death of Sir Arnold W. White and of Mr. H. 8. 
Milman, and the resignation of Mr. H. W. Broughton, filled up. 

Mr. LAWRENCE proposed, and Mr. Romer WILLIaMs seconded, the name 
of Mr.-J. A. Hellard, of Plymouth, as a director 

Sir Wm. Farrer referred to the loss sustained by the death of Sir Arnold 
White. His friendship with Sir Arnold had lasted during the whole of his 
professional life, and the loss was peculiarly saddening to him. The late 
chairman had left behind him one bearing his henoured name and carrying on 
the business he had conduced with so much success and skill for so maoy 
years, his nephew, Mr. H. A. White, whose efforts in favour of the society 
had been attended with marked success. 

Mr. F. Lee seconded the nomination. 

Mr. Francis proposed for the third vacancy Mr. R. W. Tweedie, a partner 
in the old firm of Tweedies, of Lincoln's Inn Fields, who had had considerable 
experience in matters connected with insurance. 

{r. S. C. WinpE seconded the nomination. 
These gentlemen having been elected 
On the motion of Mr. F. Lez, a vote of thanks to the directors, the staff, 
and the chairman was carried with acclamation, and 
The CuarrMaN in returning thanks paid a compliment to the ability and 
industry of Mr. Bell and to the efficiency of the staff under his guidance. 





LEGAL NEWS. 


APPOINTMENTS. 
Sir Joun Ricny, Q.C., M.P., has been appointed Attorney-General. 
Mr. R. T. Ret, Q.C., M.P., has been appointed Solicitor-General. 


Mr. Epwarp Bast Lurron, LL.M. Camb., solicitor, Leeds, has been 
appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Lupton was admitted in Feb- 
ruary, 1886. 

Mr. Turner Lez, solicitor, Nottingham, has been appointed a Commis- 
sioner for Oaths. Mr. Lee was admitted in July, 1884. 


CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
Disso.vtion. 


Henry Granoer Prror and Atrrep Date Cape. Lort, solicitors (Prior 
& Loft), Stourport. May 25. [ Gazette, May 1. 





GENERAL. 


Assizes, at which both civil 
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Pollock; Oxford Circuit, Sir Henry Hawkins; North-Eastern Circuit, 
Justices Cave and Grantham; South-Eastern Circuit, Mr. Justice Day ; 
Northern Circuit, Justices Collins and Bruce; Western Circuit, Justices 
Lawrance and Wright ; Home Circuit, Mr. Justice Wright; North Wales 
Circuit, Mr. Justice Vaughan Williams ; South Wales Circuit, Mr. Justice 
Kennedy. The business of these assizes will commence early in June 
next. 

The Master of the Rolls, in giving judgment on Wednesday, says 
the St. James's Gazette, in an appeal case in which it was said that the 
appellants had fought the action as a matter of principle, said: ‘I recol- 
lect once acting as counsel at Liverpool in a case where some important 


M ay 5, 1894. 


] Hauirax anp District Newsrarer Co, Liurrep—Creditors are required, on or before 





Liverpool people were concerned. They said to me, ‘ We are defending | 


this case upon principle.’ I said, ‘If it is so I think I know a point of 
law, a miserable point of law, on which the case for the other side could 
be upset. Of course you will not take advantage of itif you are fighting 
on principle.’ They said, ‘Well, we should like to win’; and I said, 
‘Now I know exactly what you mean by saying you are defending on 
principle.’ ’’ 

During the hearing of the case of Pullinger v. Enzr in the Queen's 
Bench Division this week, says the Zimes, a curious incident occurred. 
The action was for the detinue of some furniture by the defendants 
during the plaintiff’s absence in South Africa, the defence, which was 
ultimately successful, being that there was a lien on the furniture for the 
defendants’ expenses in maintaining the plaintiff's nine children. Mr. 
Rawlinson, for the plaintiff, in the course of the case, observed that the 
plaintiff, on her leaving England in 1882, had left her interests in the 
hands of her solicitor, who subsequently bolted, and was since dead. It 
appeared that the plaintiff and her solicitors had been unable to obtain 
any trace of the gentleman at all. Whereupon a member of the bar who 
was sitting beside Mr. Rawlinson, informed him that he was the missing 
gentleman in question, and that, so far from having bolted, he had for 
years been a member of the senior branch of the profession. Ample 
apologies were, of course, made, and the learned counsel subsequently 
entered the box and was able to considerably elucidate the case. It was 
quite by accident that he had entered the court to see his old client in the 
box and to hear to his surprise that he had disappeared and died long ago. 








The London County Council invite tenders on or before the 8th of May 
for £2,000,000, in ‘'wo-and-a-Half per Cent. Metropolitan Consolidated 
Stock. The minimum price of issue is 93} per cent., and a full quarter’s 
dividend is payable on the lst of September next. The council reserve to 
themselves the right to redeem the stock at par at any time after the 19th 
of March, 1920. The stock is secured by a charge upon the county rate, 
the annual rateable value amounting to £33,913,000, and a rate of a penny 
in the pound producing £141,307. 








COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 


Rota or Reoisrrars 1x ATTENDANCE ON 


Apprau Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Date. No. 2. Curry. Norra. 
Monday, May ... ........... 7 Mr. Pemberton Mr. Jackson Mr. Leach 
Tuesday ........ 8 Ward Clowes Godfrey 
Pemberten Jackson Leach 
Ward Clowes Godfrey 
Pemberton Jackson Leach 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
STIRLING. KeKEWwICH. Romer. 
Monday, May ............ cose 7 Mr. Farmer Mr. Carrington Mr. Beal 
Tuesda: j Rolt Lavie Pugh 
Farmer Carrington Beal 
Rolt Lavie Pugh 
Farmer Carrington Beal 


The Whitsun Vacation will commence on Saturday, the 12th day of May, and terminate 
on Tuesday, the 15th day of May, 1894, both days inclusive. 


Wanrxine To ntexpixne Hover Purcuasers & Lessees.— Before purchasing or renting 
« house have the Sanitary arrangements thoroughly examined by an expert from The 
Sanitary Engineering & Ventilation Co., 65, next the Meteorological Office, Victoria-rt., 
Westminster (Estab. 1875), =ho also undertake the Ventilation of Offices, &c. -[Anvt.] 


WINDING UP NOTICES. 


London Gazette.—Frivay, April 27. 
JOINT 8TOCK COMPANIES. 
Liaitep in CHancerr. 

Aiyxswortn Vate Co, Liuirep—Petn for winding up, presented April 23, directed to be 
heard on May 9. Barber, 2, Fen court, solor for petners. Notice of appearing must 
reach the abovenamed not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of May 8 

Axovo-Hunoartas Expioration Synpicate, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or 

lore June 1, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, 
to Frank Dawson, Lombard House, George yard, Lombard st. Vallance & Co, Lombard 
House, solors for liquidator 

Cotwyx Bay Hyproratnic Estavuisument Co, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or 
before May 31, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Abraham Redfearn, 9, Queen’s chbrs, 5, John Dalton st, Manchester. 
Higham, Manchester, solor for liquidator 

Favourite Cycie Co, Limirzp—Petn for winding up, presented April 23, directed to be 
heard on by 4 9. Pyke, 56, Lincoln’s inn fields, solor for petner. Notice of appearing 
must reach the abovenamed not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of May 4 





June 6, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Frederick Gordon Skues and William Hutchinson, 18, Barum Top, Halifax 

Leeps Sare Deposir Co, Limrrep—Petn for winding up, presented April 23, directed to 
be heard on May 9. Crump & Son, 10, Philpot lane, solors for petners. Notice of 
appearing must reach the abovenamed not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of May8 

“River Taames” Sarvixe Sare Co, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before June 1, 
to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to William 
Henderson Walker, 42, Castle st, Liverpool 

Sovrnexp Pustic Hatt anp Marker Co, Liurren—Creditors are required, on or before 
May 19, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to 
W. & F. Gregson, Southend 

Uscimitep 1x CHANCERY. 


Jarrow Cycie Co, rate Avr Harrison & Co—Creaditors having any claims or demands 
are required to send in particulars to Newlands & Newlands, Elison st, Jarrow 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 
Pape or Loyxpon Lover, Order of Druids Society, 14, Clipstone st, Great Portland st, 
April 21 
Soveruien Benerit Society, Woodstock Arms Inn, Woodstock, Oxford. April 21 


London Gazette-—Tunspay, May 1. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Liurep in CHANCERY. 

Arrican ProspectinG Synpicate, Lintreo—Creditors are required, on or before July 25, 
to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Finlay 
Alexander Macrae, Portland House, Basinghall st 

Cesro Mixera Waters Syxpicate, Liniren—Petn for winding up, presented April 27, 
directed to be heard on May 9. Hale, 37, Outer Temple, solor for petners. Notice of 
appearing must reach the abovenamed not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of May 8 

“Hart Fet.” Sreamsair Co, Liurrep—Creditors are required, on or before June 12, to 
snd their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to William 
Leach Jackson, 41, North John st, Liverpool 

Matvay Pesiysuva Exeroration Synpvicate, Linireo—Creditors are required, on or before 
June 14, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, 
to Horace Cuthbert Martin Daniel. 7, Great Winchester st 

Trext Gas Esxorne Co, Linrrep—Creditors are required, on or before May 25, to send 
their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Robert Mellors, 
King John’s chbrs, Nottingham. Wells & Hind, Nottingham, solors for liquidator 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 
Kituvrn Rervorm Civs, 266, Belsize rd, Kilburn. April 28 
Loyatu Pitor Lopes, Shepherds Ashton Unity Friendly Society, Red Lion Inn, Bedford 
Leigh, Lanes. April 28 
Rose Femae Society, National Schoolroom, Laugharne, Carmarthen. April 28 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day or Cuarm, 
London Gazette.—Turspay, April 17. 
Teave, Tuomas GreeNwoop, Bentley House, nr Leeds, Solicitor May21 Parker v Teale, 
North, J Dyall, Leeds 
Warreneap, Tromas Savit, Jeffrey’s sq, Shipbroker Wilkinson v Whitehead, North, J 
Head & Co, Reigate 
Wricret, Rocer, Thornton in Craven, Yorks, Farmer May 18 Robinson v Wright, 
North, J Carr, Colne, Lancs 





UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.~Turspay, April 17. 
Bevers, Wituiam, Ripon May1 Priestman, Hull 
Carruruers, Isapecta, Sunderland, Widow May 20 Anderson, Sunderland 


Cavett, Freperick Epmunp ALEexanper, New Inn, Solicitor June 1 Rogers & Co, 
Cannon st i 
Ex.1s, Exiza, New Brighton, Chester, Widow May 31 Field & Co, Liverpool 


Frowpe, Joun Geneste Piayer, Addison rd, Esq May 18 Rigden, Chancery lane 
Gore, Eyma Saran Ciovan, Torquay, Widow June 1 Ryan, Gt James st 

Grayson, James, Ecclesfield, Farmer May19 Fernell, Sheffield 

Hatuert, Frances, Cardiff May18 Stephens, Cardiff 

Hersert, Grorcr, Hereford, Dean May12 Bell & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Hopson, Joun Tuayre, Meltham, York, Farmer April 30 Heeley & Marshall, Holm- 


deena Gaenee, South Hackney Mayi7 Syrett, Finsbury pavement 

Jackson, Henry, Penrith,Cumbs, Yeoman May 28 Arnison & Co, Penrith 
Jarrett, Martanse Wicutwick, Leamington May 31 Wheatley & Co, New inn 
Macyicou,, AncuipaLp, Sussex grdns, Esq May 31 Flint & Gardner, St Helen’s pl 


Manrve.s, Joux, Ashton under Lyne, Wheelwright May 30 Darnton & Bottomly, 
Ashton under Lyne 
McLay, Joun Larrp, Formby May20 Pennington & Higson, Liverpool 


Neat, Hinau, Brompton, Upholsterer May1 Ryan, Great Jamesst 

Newron, Water, 8 p tant June24 Chapman & Co, Manchester 
Ratnunorne, Marrna, Lichfield May1 Sidney & Co, Birmingham 

Rickxcorp, Grorcr Prxx, Southsea, Paymaster May 31 Way & Son, Portsea 
Suutpuam, Henrrerta Estty, Brighton May19 Howlett & Clarke, Brighton 

Suira, Lovisa, Westbourne ter rd Mayi4 Clarke & Co, Gresham House 

Sarrason, Frances, Brighton May 21 Griffith & Co, Brighton 

Srooxs, Exiza Mary, Teignmouth May15 AF & R W Tweedle, Lincoln’s inn fields 
S ape, Exizaseru, Parkstone, Dorset, Widow May 16 Dickinson, Poole 


Surner_ayp, Harngiet, St John’s Wood May 16 Wynne-Baxter & Keeble, Lawrence 
Pountney hill 
Sweet, Rev Laxton Epwanrp, Bath May 21 Hallowes & Carter, Bedford row 


Tavutz, Faevericx Georce, Oxford st, Tailor May 31 Emanuel & Co, Walbrook 
Tayior, Ameiia Matitpa, Sloane terrace, Spinster May 9 Austin, Old Serjeante’ inn 
Tayor, Any, Leeds, Widow April 3 Simpsons & Denham, Leeds 

Tomuixson, Geoncez, Sabden, Lancs, Builder May 12 Easthams & Holme, Clitheroe 
Vesey, Tuomas Watson, Fishponds, Glos, Pawnbrol June 1 Hacker & Allen, Leek 
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Witxrxeon, Atyrep Ayscovas, Guildford, Civil Enginner May 10 Harries & Co, Cok- 
man st 
Witsox, Jous, South Shields, Grocer April 26 Mabane & Graham, South Shields 


London Gazette.—Fuipay, April 20. 
ApeLeyarv, Joun Wormarp, Leeds, Sculptor May22 Dale, Leeds 
Batrovr, Sir Geonar, Cleveland grdns June1 Godden & Co, Old Jewry 
Barrow, Mary, Ince in Makerfield June7 Mayhew & Co, Wigan 
Bertie, lady Coantorrs Marcaret, Leamington May7 Walsh & Son, Oxford 
Bixeuam, Tuomas, Liverpool, Corn Merchant May 31 Batesons & Co, liverpool 
Bioust, WALTER Asuton, West Eaton pl, Esq May 23 Witham & Co, Gray's ion sq 
Boorn, Jouy, Failsworth, Lancs, Shopkeeper May 20 WR & PS Minor, Manchester 


BraceweEt1, Arrnur Heyny, Gargrave, York, Cotton Spinner June4 Sale & Co, Man- 


chester 
Broapuvurst, Tuomas, Poynton, Wheelwright May19 Mair & Blunt, Macclesfield 


CanxinG, Patrick Ronert Gorvoy, Hartpury, Esq June1 Carlisle & Co, New eq 
Crarke, Witwiam, Tansley, Derby, Gent May 16 Potter, Matlock Bridge 

Coox, Mary Ayy, Bristol May 30 Cook, Olveston 

Creremer, Jouyx, Kilburn, Coal Agent May 31 Hick, Lombard st 


Cuttey, Grorar, Northumberland, Westwood Hall, Esq May 12 
Berwick upon Tweed 
Cunnixouan, Jous Durriesp, Portsea,Gent May 17 Addison, Portsmouth 


Dainty, Carouine Jane, Kettering May 25 Lamb & Stringer, Kettering 

Firzzoy, Cavenpise Cuances, Brambam gdns, Major May 13 Bircham & Co, Parlia- 
GiL, aneir Wissen, Birmingiam 
Harpane, Mary Axs Jessie, Balham May 25 Rye & Eyre, Golden sq 

Hanrsor, Tuomas, Reading, Gent May19 Brain & Brain, Reading 

Hearn, Samvet, Thickbroom, Stafford, Farmer June 1 Ashmall, Lichfield 

Hocktx, Fraxces, Marylebone May 21 Moberly & Wharton, Southampton 

Booth, Ashton under 


Willoby & Peters, 


June 19 Phillips, Birmingham 


Jackson, Jony, Ashton under Lyne, Licensed Victualler June 2 
ae Fs Chalgrove, Oxford May 21 Bullford, Teteworth 
Kina, Jous, New Malden, Gent June 30 Woodroffe, Great Dover st 

Krrcutx, Joux, Whitehaven, Corn Merchant May21 Brockbank & Co, Whitehaven 


Lanp, SusanyaH, Wakefield May19 Wood, Leeds 





Kansosss, Wasews, Southgate rd, Licensed Victualler May 21 Oldman & Oo, Old 
‘jeants’ inn 

Law, Mary,jSouth Hampstead May 23 Paterson, Haverstock Hill 

Laws, Fansy Amewta, Sunderland May 21 Stockdale, Sunderland 


| Levys Avotpne Micnart, Ladbroke grove rd, Esq May 30 Montagu, Bucklersbury 


Levy, Micuagt Asranam, Ladbroke grove rd, Esq May 30 Montagu, Bucklersbury 
Liorp, Evizanernu Aww, Northallerton May 23 Richardson, Thirsk 

Mortimer, James, Elloughton, York, Gent June 1 Thompson & Co, Hull 
Newwuam, Jonny, Shorwell, I W, Tailor May 20 Eldridge & Sons, Newport, I W 
Nicuo.as, Ggoncr Epwarp, Wandsworth, Surgeon May 11 Ridley, Burgh 


Hormones, Bessa, Lorp Bisnor or, Leasingham Rectory, Liacoln Junel Peake 
Co, Sleafo: 
Pacr, Henry Ropixsox, Mornington rd, Gent May 17 Gamlen & Burdett, Gray’s inn sq 


Pearson, Tuomas, Appledore, Grazier May 12 Dawes, Rye 

Prentice, Samus., Surbiton, QC May 20 Tylee & Co, Strand 

Repman, Rosert, Wedmore, Tailor May 31 Smith, Wedmore 

River, Aytuony, Worcester, Miller June4 Allen, Bromyard 

Samson, Baroy, Paddington May 30 Montagu, Bucklersbury 

Snort, Laurence Featronsy Hotwet, Rockhampton, Queensland, Gent Oct 30 Witt, 


Chancery lane 
Sippauy, Exiza, Stockport Junel Johnsons, Stockport 
Suiru, Evtex, Rishton June6 Whiteside, Blackburn 


Sowpen, James, Marr, York, Farmer May 23 Atkinson & Sons, Doncaster 


~ 


SrrisorieLD, Geonce Osnorn, Matlaske Hall, Norfolk, Esq May 3i Coakes & Co, Nor- 


wich 


| Svevensoy, Danren Hatt, St John’s Wood, Major General May 20 Geare & Co, Lin- 


coln’s inn fields 
Swrruexpank, Josaua, Bradford, Grocer May1S Trewavas, Bradford 


TAayLor, Besar Rupp, Ashby, Westmrld, Yeoman May 23 Bleaymire & Shepherd, 
Appleby 


Appleby 
Tuomas, Joux Cuzatie, Manchester, Packer May 12 Sykes, Manchester 
Wacker, Oxrvia Euma Many, Tunbridge Wells June 1 Thatcher, Strand 


Waeres, Cunistopuen Axprew, Walton on Thames, Gent May 19 Greenfield, Queen 
ictoria st 
Weppatt, Exiza, Burnby, York Junel Jackson &Co, Hull 


Woop, Axsie Euizasetu, Leeds May 31 Nelson & Co, Leeds 
Wayaarx, Witttam Emmerson, Cattle Dealer June 18 Jackaman & Sons, Ipswich 
Wrarr, Marrsa, Landport May 12 Stock & Slater, Walbrook 





BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, April 27. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Aspotr, W1x114M, Southwark Park rd, Beerhouse Keeper 
High Court Pet April 11 Ord April 24 | 

Banoerter, Benepict, Pall Mall, Hairdresser High Court 
Pet April 23 Ord April 23 

Bray, Witu1am, Church Fenton, Hay Dealer York Pet 
April 25 Ord April 25 

Bicxyett, Henry Arruvr, Turnham Green, Furniture 


April 23 
April 24 Ord April 24 
April 23 Ord April 23 


April 21 Ord April 23 


April 23 Ord April 25 
MINSHALL, JAMES, 


| Luproys, James, Accrington Blackburn Pet April 23 Ord | 
Martix, Witt1am, Shrewsbury, 
McMuuteyx, Josrru, Sheffield, Labourer 
Meacer, Tuomas, St Erne, Cornwall, Farmer Truro Pet 
Morean, Price, Dinas, Glam, Grocer 


elgrove, 
port Pet April25 Ord April 25 


May 4at1130 Off Rec, County chmbrs, Market place, 
toc! 


Butcher Shrewsbury Pet | Braunp, Ennest, Birmingham, Grocer MayS at 11 23, 
lB peg ep oo Stockport, Wheelwright May 
7 1d Pr et | ROADHURST, OHN JAMES, . eel Wrig' a 
aS tat3. Of Rec, County chmbra, Market place, Stock- 
port 
Brocxiessy, Epwis, Grimsby pee Cums 
off 


May 5 at 11 
Ree, 15, Osborne st, Gt Grimsby 
Brows, Isaac, Derby, House Furnisher May7at12 Of 
Rec, St James’s chmbrs, Derby 
Cheapside May 4ati2 Bankruptcy 


Pontypridd Pet 


Stock- | 
Btockport, Draper } Coney, Samvet Jou, 


Dealer Brentford Pet April 24 Ord April 24 Owen, Witt Draper Newport, Mon Pet | 

Bort, Joszru Exton, Stock port, Magnet Stockport April 23 Ord a , std Pe Crorrs, Witutam Henry, Coventry, Fishmonger May 4 
Pet April 9 Ord April 23 Paxvor & Co, D, Birmingham, Tool Maker Birmingham | at 13 Of Ree, 17, << ay 7 

Brown, Arcuie Joseru, Birmingham, Corn Dealer Bir- Pet April 9 Ord April 23 Date, Francis, Yorks, Policeman May 7 at 11.30 
mingham Pet April 23 Ord April 23 Pavery, Rostra, Finchley, Widow Barnet Pet April 24 Court house, mW 

Cuatuis, Grorcz Tuomas, Bury St Edmunds, Plumber Ord April 24 Douxtor, Cuartes James, Birmingham, Watch Material 
Bury 8t Edmunds Pet April 24 Ord April 24 Puituirs, Morcay, Swansea, Builder Swansea Pet April Dealer May 9at 11 23, weeny Cig hn gy y 


Coox, James, Gt Grimsby, Fish Merchant 
Pet April 20 Ord April 20 | 

Cook, Joun Witt1am_ Cross, Middlesborough, Surgeon 
Stockton on Tees Pet Mar 30 Ord April 20 

Coscrove, ALyrep Epwarp, and Samurt Dean Weaver 
Aspey, Salford, Builders Salford Pet April 23 Ord 
April 24 

Crorts, Witt1am Henry, Coventry, Fishmonger Coventry 


21 





Gt Grimsby Ord April 21 
pril19 Ord April 19 


Reading Pet April 21 


Pet April 23 Ord April 23 
Saunperson, CHARLES 


Prayer, Ernest Reynevt, Catford, Clerk Greenwich Pet 
A : 
Povey, Cuartes Freprrick, Bradfield, Berks, Farmer 


Sanpers, James Emerson, Highbury, Grocer 


, Newcastle on Tyne, Commercial 
Ord 


| Farias, Herpert, 
Sat ill 


Off Rec, Trinity House Hull 
Fanwnam, Wreitam Eowarp Jonny Basti, Quorndon 
Esq ‘May 7 at i2 Bell r 
Ord April 21 Foorp, James, bello rd, der May 4 at 2.30 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


ae Cae | Gatrix. Francis Jonx, Bedford, Auctioneer May 4 at 
11.30 Off Rec, St Paul’s sq, Bedford 


Gover, Wriuram, and Wiiitam Henry Honsox, Old 





Pet April 24 Ord April 24 ‘ r rot 1 15 
a rong ~ J ome Evans, Brecon, ina Newcastle on Tyne Pet April 12 j Kent rd, Engineers May4at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
illiners Merthyr Tyc et April 23 Ord April 23 a a Hor De Carey st 

De Vear, Cuanves Epwarp, Cannon st, Accountant High Bay ‘April angen Jame, Preston, Tailor Preston Pet | Gin. Jonn AntTHoyy, Bagthorpe, Notts, Pit Banksman 
- Court = April 5 Ord April 24 Somaary. ‘I. Gh P  Embroid High Court Pet | May 4at12 Off Rec, St James’s chmbrs, Derby 

K yoy? ‘Ord Apeiat’ Greengrocer Dewsbury Pet March 15 Ord April 23 | Harrison, Joux, Stapenhill, Grocer May 5 at 11 Off 
: —- : iv, >, ‘ames’ 
am, © mil 3 Ord Apel en” Grocer Newport, Mon oraay Ol Aes Pe ee wisd Boe ene” Diddcentate, Coe Dealer May det 
Evans, Henry Davin, and Wit11am Convoy, Sheffield, | Tasken, James, Wakefield, Leather Currier Waketield 2.15 Ivens & M . 


Painters Sheffield Pet April 11 Ord April 25 Pet April 21 Ord April 21 


Everatt, Tuomas, Sheffield, Tailor Sheffield Pet April 


TickyrR, Epenezer, Islington, Grocer High Court Pet 


Jacons, Cuartes, Ventnor, 
19, Quay st, Ne I 
Jouxsox, Francis, Buxton, Joiner May 4 at 3.30 Off 


Gener May 7 at 11.30 


F ~ re oe ts T a= O Gt Gaim ks Fish Gt Grimsby Pet Rec, County chmbrs, Market pl Soiees 
‘otey, Parricx James, Middlesborough, Egg Merch: REVOR, JESSE, rimsby, erman rimsby Pe 5 ’ : 
Stockton on Tees Pet April 0 “Gen heel ages ant April 23 Ord April 23 Jones, Jouy, Newcastle Emlyn, Licensed Victualler May 
Ganpert, Tuomas, Tow Law, Durham, General Dealer | Wappineton, Bexsamix, Barnsley, Rag Merchant Barns- Sat 12.15 Off Reo, 11, Quay st, , 
Durham Pet April 23 Ord April 23 ley Pet April 25 Ord April 25 Kyowres and Mrrone.t, Me yr Provision 
Cua, =e pyeneds, Sogicene, Kotte Pit Banksman | Warres, Tuomas, Easii lane, Durham, Botanist Dur- Dealers May7at12 Off 1, St Aldate’s, Oxford 
erby et April 23 Ord April 23 ham Pet April 2 April 24 Luoyp, Eowarp, Bangor, Printer May7at12 Rail 
Goopman, Henry, South Brent, Devon, Butcher Plymouth | Wiixes Fok y Lik. sy ll Wvrne, Shepherd’s sal, Renger : J tid 
Pet April 23 Ord April 23 : Bush, Grocers High Court Pet April 23 Ord | Lzovn, Samuer, Bradford May4at3 Off Rec, 31, Mane: 
a ~~ , ye -_—F Oxford circus, Tailor High April 23 row, ord 
m wena oe Spee FIRST MEETINGS. Martix, Wrii1am, Shrewsbury, Butcher May 5atl1l Off 


Hisparp, Winer, Filey, Yorks, Innkeeper Scarborough 
Pet aeeese Ord April 25 - . 

Hissetr, Eowarp, Northborough Peterborough Pet April 

EH 26 = April . 

oumes, Tuomas Hewry, Bootle, Cowkeeper Liverpool 

Pet April 12 Ord April 25 . nll 

Hvuaoues, Joun, Abergele, Farmer 
Ord April 24 


it James’s chmbrs, 


Ree, 31, r row, Bi 


Bangor Pet April 24 Townhall, Colchester 


Aum, Tuomas, Derby, oo May 4 at 2.30 Off Rec, 
AMBLER, Samve, Cleckheaton, Yeast Dealer May 7 at 11 
pe. Henny Feurx, Colchester, Farmer May 4 at 1.30 | 
Baryes, Wii.t14M Ex.iort, Carlisle, Painter May 4 at 12 
“Lanedale nt, Carlisle Draper May 4 at 12 Crypt | 
Church Fenton, Straw Dealer May 9atil 


Ixas, Wittiam Heyry, sen, Paulton, Builder Wells Pet 12, 
April 25 Ord April 25 Baye 

Jercoat, Joun Jabez Evwarp Brrvirr, Wolverhampton chmbrs, Chester 
Wolverhampton Pet April 17 Ord April 24 Bean, Wii.iaMm, 

Jounson, Isaac Grorar, Haverfordwest, Innkeeper Pem- Off Rec, 28, Stonegate, York 


broke Dock Pet April 23 Ord April 23 
Joxzs, Huen, Liangwyfan, Farmer Bangor Pet April 23 


Ord April 23 18, Quay 4, © 


Bort, Jossru Exton, 











Buiunpen, James Seacer, West Cowes, Grocer May 7 at 11 
ewport, Isle of Wight : s 
Brinnington Hall, Cheshire, Engiaeer 


May 
y Sat li 


Mason, Frepenick, Peterborough, Corn Merchant 
ll at12 Law Courts, New rd, Pet 
— Joux, Rochdale, Wheelwright 
0 


Meapows, Frank Listox, bo a Norwood May 7 at 12 
| Meacer, Tuomas, St Erne, Cornw Farmer May 5 at 
at 12.30 Off Reo, Boscawen og Bs 
Paspatri, Pamip Mrcnast, Bisheonen st Within, Mer- 
chant. May 8ati1 Bankruptey Carey s¢, 
Patiuirs, pr Lee May 7at2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, 


| Pratt, Easer, eee ee May 5 at 11.30 
County Court bldgs, N: 


fo 














ee 


Paice, Isaac, a Labourer May 5 5at12 Off Rec, 
11, Quay st, Carmarthen 

Reprorp, Exizaners. Dowlais, Grocer May 4 at 12 Off 
Rec, 65, High st. Merthyr Tydvil 

Scame.t, Wi. Liam Henry Trievry, Southampton, Farmer 
May 4at1.15 Star Hotel, Andover 

Suiyy, Wituiam Faepenic, Knightwick, Wores, Jockey 
May 7 at 10.30 Off Rec, 45, Copenhagen st, Worcester 

Sxowpenx, Samu EL, Everton, Notts, Innkeeper May 10 at 
12 Off Rec, 31, Silver st, Lincoln 

Summers, Joun Hianam, Brackley, Miller May Sati2 Off 
Rec, 1, 8t. Aldate’s, Oxford 








Tasker, James, Wakefield, Leather Currier May 4 at 11 
Off Rec, Bond terrace, Wakefield 
Turona.p, Percy, Clapham Park May 4 at 2.15 Town- 


hall, Colchester 
Taomas, Davin. Llandebie, Carmarthen, Shoemaker 
5 at 12,30 Off Rec, 11, Quay st, Carmarthen 


May 


Trevor, Jesse, Great Grimsby, Fisherman May 5 at 11.30 | 


Off Rec, 15, Osborne st, Great Grimsby 
Vaveunay, Tuomas, Birmingham, Saddler 
Colmore row, Birmingham 
VYewpaut., ALtexanper Henry, Leeds, Woollen Merchant 
May 8 at 3 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 


ADJUDICATIONS, 


Auiex, Frepericx Wittiam Henry, Walham Green, 
Hairdresser High Court Pet April13 Ord April 24 

Asprry, Samver Dean Weaven, Salford, Builder Salford 
Pet April 23 Ord April 25 

Ayworrt, Haray, Stevenage, Grocer 
Ord April 23 

Bamner, Davin, Chorley, Licensed Victualler Bolton Pet 
Apnl6 Ord April 21 

Banyoertenr, Bexevict, Pall Mall, Hairdresser High C 
Pet April 23 Ord April 2 25 

Bean, Wittiam, Church Fenton, Hay Dealer York Pet 
April 24 Ord April 25 

Besson, Grorce Ciemenr Hycinrar, 
Boot Polish Manufacturer High Court 
Ord April 24 

Bicxyeri, Henry Artuvur, Turnham Green, Furniture 
Dealer Brentford Pet April 24 Ord April 24 

Biore, Wititam Brewster, Downham Market, 
master Luton Pet April 11 Ord April 25 

Brows, Arcuie Joseru, Birmingham, Corn Dealer Bir- 
ming! Pet April 23 Ord April 23 

Caxxot, Apotrn, Bream’s bldgs High Court Pet Feb 7 
Ord April 24 

Cua, Grorce Tomas, Bury 8t Edmunds, Plumber 
Bury St Edmunds Pet April24 Ord April 24 

Coox, James, Gt Grimsby, Fish Merchant Gt Grimsby 
Pet April 20. Ord April 20 

Corry, Samvuen Jony, Cheapside High Court Pet Feb 19 

rd April 24 

Crorts, Witt1am Henry, Coventry, Fishmonger Coventry 
Pet April 24 Ord April 24 

Davies, Sarau Ans, and Aveuixe Evans, Brecon, Mil- 
liners Merthyr Tydfil Pet April 23 Ord April 23 

Day, Tuomas Osporxe, Bow Brickhill, Bucks, Farmer 
Northampton Pet Mari6 Ord April 23 

Dicxixsox, Epwis, Birstal, Greengrocer Dewsbury Pet 
April 24 Ord April 24 

Fixercner, Witisiam, Birmingham, Brass Founder Bir- 
mingham Pet Feb 21 Ord April 25 

Foiey, Parricx James, Middlesborough, Ezz Merchant 
Stockton on Tees Pet April 20 Ord April 20 

Garsert, Tuomas, Tow Law, Durham, General Dealer 

urham Pet April23 Ord April 23 

Git, Jouxn Antuony, Bagthorpe. Notts, 
Derby Pet April21 Ord April 23 

Goopmay, Henry, South Brent, Butcher 
April 23 Ord April 23 

Haut, Henry James, Lower Walmer, Builder Canterbury 
Pet Feb 6 Ord April 21 

Hipparp, Wiyter, Filey, —* Innkeeper 
Pet April 25 Ord April 2° 

Hissetrtr, Eowarp, Northboroug h Peterborough Pet 


May7atl1 23, 


Luton Pet April 16 


‘ourt 


St John’s Wood, 
Pet Mar 5 


School- 


Piymouth Pet 


Scarborough 


April 24 Ord April 25 
Hirst, Tom Barser, Ewyas Harold, Hereford, Gent 
Hereford Pet Feb1 Ord April 23 
Bangor Pet April 23 


Hvuoues, Joux, Abergele, Farmer 
Ord April 24 

_, Wittiam Hewry, Paulton, Builder Wells 

Ord April 25 

Pea 20AT, JOHN Jabez Epwarp Brevirr, Wolverhampton 
Wolverhampton Pet April 16 Ord April 24 

Jouysoy, Isaac Gronce, Haverfordwest, Innkeeper Pem- 
broke Dock Pet April 23 Ord April 23 

Jones, Huan, anawy an, Farmer Bangor Pet April 23 


Pet April 


Ord April 23 

Leak, oy Stratford High Court Pet March 20 Ord 
A 21 

Lupton, James, Accrington Blackburn Pet April 23 Ord 
April 23 

Mason, Frepvenick, Peterborough, Corn Merchant Peter- 


rough Pet April 11 Ord April 25 

McMu.iex, Josgru, Sheffield, Labourer 
April 23 Ord April 23 

MeaGer, Taomas, St Erme, Cornwall, Farmer Truro Pet 
April 21 Ord April 23 

Mixcuiy, Cuartes Frepenicx, Broad st bldgs, Iron Mer- 
chant High Court Pet March 5 Ord April 21 

Mixsuatt, James, Stockport, Draper Stockport Pet April 
2% Ord April 25 

Neate, ey? R, Middlesborough, Gomer Stockton on 
Tees Pet March 19 Ord April 23 

Nesuyrn, tees James, Chertsey, Corndealer 
ton, Surrey Pet April10 Ord April 25 

Pave, nye Finchley, Widow Barnet Pet April 24 

24 


Sheffield Pet 


Kings- 


Puiurs, ~~ ht wae Builder Swansea Pet April 
21 Ord April 21 

Piayer, Ernest Reywewr, Catford, Mercantile Clerk | 
Greenwich Pet April 18 Ord April 19 

Rorgr, Wiuuiam, Birmingham, — Painter 
ham Pet Aprili¢ Ord April 2: 

Saxpens, James.Emuerson, Highbury, Grocer High Court 
Pet April 23 Ord April 25 


Birming- 


Pit Banksman 
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April 25 Ord April 25 

Swirrex, Samvet, Kingswood, Builder Bristol Pet April 
18 Ord April 23 

Symes, Percy James Taomas, Hornsey, Publisher's Man- 
ager High Court Pet Feb 24 Ord April 24 

Tasker, James, Wakefield, Leather Currier 
Pet April 21. Ord April 21 





— 24 Ord April 24 
Tr “— Jesse, Gt er Fisherman Gt Grimsby Pet 
Apri 23 Ord April 2: 
Wapopixeros, im apeaad Barnsley, Rag Merchant 
Barnsley Pet April 25 Ord April 25 





Warsos, Joseru, Hucknall Torkard, Grocer Nottingham 


| Pet April 21 Ord April 21 
| Wess, Witttam, Ashford, Farmer Kingston, Surrey Pet 
| Mar 2) Ord April 25 


Whictey, Ersest Juriax, Meltham, Yorks, Jeweller 
Huddersfield Pet April14 Ord April 23 


London Gazette.—Turspay, May 1. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


| Atvorp, Hexry Tuomas, Melbury Abbas, Labourer Salis- 
bury Pet April 27 Ord April 27 
Arriesy, Epwanp, Ryhope. Durham, Grocer Sunderland 


Pet April 25 Ord April 25 

Baurarp, Exiza, Manchester, Lodging house Keeper 
Manchester Pet April 26 Ord April 26 

Bower, Wii.iAM, Nottingham, Ironmonger 
Pet April 27. Ord April 27 

Brewster, Tuomas, ae, Oilman Rochester Pet 
April 25 Ord April 2! 

Brusuriecp, ALrrep, ¢ hheltenham, Cabinet Maker Chel- 
tenham Pet April 27 Ord April 27 

Buckworrts, Tuomas Hat rorp, East Worlington, Clerk in 
Holy Orders Barnstaple Pet April 27. Ord April 27 

Burveien, Ropert WiiiiaM, Uxbridge, Draper Windsor 
Pet April 25 Ord April 25 

Carrer, Joseru, Tlymouth, Accountant 
Mar 21 Ord April 27 

Cuar.es, Ernest Decor, Stourport, Ironmonger Kidder- 
minster Pet April 24 Ord April 24 

Cuerrron, WittiAM, Farmer Exeter Pet April9 Ord 

Plymouth Pet 


Nottingham 


Plymouth Pet 


April 26 
Corrietp & Craic, Plymouth, Printers 
April17 Ord April 27 
Dark, Georce, Birmingham, Bricklayer 
Pet April 28 Ord April 28 
Evaxs, Jonx Ricnarp, Corwen, Boot Maker 
Pet April 25 Ord April 25 
Fairns, Sampson, Poplar, Grocer High Court Pet April 
27 Ord April 27 
Fawkxer, Saran, Gawsworth Macc'esfield 
Ord April 25 


Birmingham 


Wrexham 


Pet April 25 


Fiercuer, Josern, Leeds, Cloth Manufacturer Leeds 
Pet April 27 Ord April 27 
Foster, Aurrep, Tooting, Cheesemonger High Court 


Pet April 3 Ord April 27 





Foster, Samvue., Birmingham, Baker Birmingham [Tet 
April 26 Ord April 26 
Fox, Samuet, Nottingbam, Hosier Nottingham Pet 
April 26 Ord April 26 
| GiapweiLL, Joun, Oldham, Boot Dealer Oldham Pet 
| March 30 Pet April 23 


GoLpswortTu, St 
Pet April 26 


GotpswortTs, Jonx, and Wiiiam 
Helens, General Contractors Liverpool 
Ord April 26 

Goopvwix, GeorGe, Sale, Decorator Manchester Pet April 
21 Ord April : 27 

Goss, Henry Cnar :LES, Chiswick High Court Pet March 
7 Ord April 27 

Graves, Josern W. ADDINGTON, Sandwich, Chemist Canter- 
bury Pet April 27 Ord April 27 

Green, Danizt, St Helen’s, Grocer Liverpool 
27 Ord April 27 

Haves, Aurrep, City rd, 
April 26 Ord April 26 

Herwortn, Georce, Halifax, Hotel Keeper 
April 27 Ord April 27 

Hewry, Joun, Liverpool, Professor of Singing 
Pet April 28 Ord April 28 

Hocan, Atrrep James, Brixton, Auctioneer High Court 
Pet April 28 Ord April 28 28 

Hvenes, James, Islington, Licensed Victualler High Court 
Pet April 26 Ord April 26 

Jamizson, Ropert, Elm pk gdns, a Promoter High 
Court Pet March7 Ord April 2 

JeLtiey, Tuomas Henry, Stamford, Ages 
Pet’ April 26 Ord April 26 

Joxes, Joun, Blaenrhondda, Collier Pontypridd Pet April 
28 Ord a 28 


Pet April 
Bank Clerk High Court Pet 
Halifax Pet 


Liverpool 


Peterborough 





Jones, Josuva, Cowbridge, Commission Agent Cardiff 
Pet April 27 Ord April 28 
Kitrcuixec, Joux, Gutter lane, Mantle Manufacturer 
High Court Pet April 28 Ord April 28 
| Lez, James, Staines, Stationer Kingston, Surrey Pet 
{ April 28 Ord April 28 
| Lewy, Georcr, Iiford, Builder Chelmsford Pet April 


26 Ord April 26 
/ Mason, Arruvr, Laughton en le peetnen, Butcher Shef- 
field Pet April 28° Ord April 28 
Mayxarp, Tuomas, Kidderminster, Cooper Kidderminster 
Pet April 25 Ord April 25 
| Mic HAEL, Joun, Cwmtillery, Grocer Tredegar Pet April 
26 Ord April 26 
Myaty, Epwarp, 8t Paul's ye gre -Warehouseman 
High Court Pet Aprit2 Ord April 28 
Parker, Atpert, Maidstone, Coal Merchant Tunbridge 
Wells Pet April 14 Ord April 26 
| Pearsox, CuarLes Scuorixip, St John’s Wood, Carver 
High Court Pet April 28 Ord April 28 
Pratt, Hexry, Ystrad, Rhondda, Butcher 
} Pet April 27 Ord April 27 
Pratt, Tuomas Hayman, varetek, Tan Dryer Warwick 
Pet April 26 Ord April 2¢ 


Pontypridd 


| Repmay, Arnruur Ramspex, isin on Trent, Tobacconist 
( Burton on Trent Pet April 27 Ord April 27 


Wakefield | 


Tickyer, Esenezer, Islington, Grocer High Court Pet | 
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cee WALTER Som, Preston, Tailor Prosten Pet ot | Roazns, Harry Goneaune Epwis, snaiahan a ‘Physi« 








cian Birmingham Pet April 27 Ord April 27 
Rovrnu, Curistopner Tuomas, Kiogston upon Hull, Ship- 
wright Kingston upon Hull Pet April 26 Onl 
A ril 26 
Sisanien. Tuomas, Bishops Waltham, Grocer Southamp- 
ton Pet April 26 Ord April 26 


Smrra, Gronce, Llandudno, Car Proprietor Bangor Pet 
April 25 Ord April 25 
Srencer, Isaac Humpnury, Rathbone place, Watchmaker 


High Court Pet April 14 Ord April 26 

Sprixornorre, Ropert, Derby, Lacehand 
April 27. Ord April 27 

Sumyer, Jonn, Melee, Cheshire, Farmer 
April 25 Ord April 26 

Tayiorn, Gronoe - Leeds, Cabinet Maker Leeds 
27 Ord "April 27 

Tuomas, Davip Bexsamx, Liansamlet, Collier Neath Pet 
April 25 Ord April 25 

Tuomas, James, and Hucu Txosas, Liverpool, 
Liverpool Pet April28 Ord April 28 

Turasuer, Jos, Frome, Carpent2r Frome Pet April 26 
Ord April 26 


Derby Pet 
Nantwich Pe 


Pet April 


Drapers 


Voutes, Arrnur Epwarp Parrick, Chesterfield, School- 
master Chesterfield Pet April 28 Ord April 28 
Wurrenead, Hersert Henry, Wakefield, Clark Wake- 


field Pet April 28 Ord April 28 
Wuirecey, Nataan, Golcar, Wovllen Manufacturer Iud- 
dersfield Pet April 5 5 Ord April 28 
Wicxs, Arruur J W, Hampstead, Gent High Court Pet 
April 3 Ord April 26 
Wi.psamiru, Greorce Heyry, Leeds. Woollen Merchant 
Leeds Pet April11 Ord April 26 
Witkins, Cornwett Fryer, Church Lench, 
Worcester Pet April 24 Ord April 24 


The following amended notice is substituted for that 
published in the London Gazette of April 17 : - 


Wurrrte, Joux, Preston, Auctioneer Preston Pet April 
9 Ord April 14 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


ALLIson, Joseru, Walkern, Saddler May 9 at 11 
St Paul’s sq, Bedfor 

Best, Freperick, Croydon, Traveller 
Railway app, London Bridge 

Biakemore, Wittiam Josern, Cardiff, Grocer May 10 at 
11 Off Rec, 29, Queen st, Cardiff 

Biore, Witt1am Brewster, Downham Market, School- 
master May 9 at 11.30 Off Rec, St Paul’s sq, B-dford 

Brewster, Tuomas, Rochester, Oilman May 10 at 11.30 

f Ree, Rochester 

Busu, WituiaM, Cheltenham, Builder May Sat 4 
Court bldgs, Cheltenham 

Cuance, Tuomas, Birmingham, Coachman 
23, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Cueniron, WituiaM, Farmer May 10 at 11 
Bedford circus, Exeter 

Crarke, Cuas_es, Sawbridgeworth, Farmer May 8 at 3 
Off Ree, 95, Temple chmbrs, Temple avenue 

Correy, Caarites Epwakp, Lowestoft, Major May 8 at 
10.15 Lovewell Blake, South Quay, Great Yarmouth 

Cosuam, Josern, Sundridge, Kent, Baker May % at 1 
Spencer & Hother, 66, Mount Pleasant, Tunhidge 


Wells 
Dovipovicn, May 


Gardener 


OF Ree, 


May 9 at 12.30 24, 


County 
May 10 at 11 
Of Ree, 13, 


Apranam Isaac, Manchester, Draper 
10 at 3 Ogden’s chmbrs, Bridge st, Manchester 

Drummoxp, Hexry Apert, and Epowin Davin Kest, 
Portsea, Wine Merchant May 10 at 12 145, Cheap- 
side, London, E C 

Farrer, Evwiy, Brighton, Grocer May1l at12 Off Ree, 
4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighton 

Gantanp, Tuomas Ricnarp, Chaldon Herring, Miller 
May 9at12 Antelope Hotel, Poole 

Garvert, Samuget, Southsea, Butcher May 9 at 3 Off 
Rec, Cambridge junction, High st, Portsmouth 

Go.pseRG, Partie, Whitechapel, Leather Merchant May 
Satil Bankruptcy bldgz, Carey st 

Goopman, Henry, South Brent, Butcher May 11 at 11 
10, Atheneum ter, Plymouth 

Goovwix, Georae, Sale, Decorator 
chmbrs, Bridge st, Manchester 

Gorruies, Secigman, Bishopsgate, Baker 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Gromerr, Cuartes, Downham Market, Fishmonger 
9at 12.30 Court house, King’s Lynn 

Hawtuorn Josern, Kettering, Sewing Machine Agent 
May 12 at 12.30 County Court, Northampton 

Hay ate Sipyney, Cross Keys, Mon, Carpenter —' 8 at12 

ff Ree, Gloucester Bank chmbrs, Newport, M 

wma... Evwarp, North Kensington, Surgeon May § 8 at 12 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Herworras, Georce, Halifax, Hotel Keeper 
Off Rec, Townhall chmbrs, Halifax 

Hewktty, Grorce Freperick, Oxford cir, Tailor May 8 
at 12.30 ee | y bldgs, Carey st 

Sere, 3B Epwakrp, Northborough, aed 
Law Courts, New rd, Peterboroug! 

Hocumay, oman Houndsditch, 
11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Horr, Hexny Hoop, Dilwyn, Farmer May 9 at 2.30 2, 
Offa st, Hereford 


May 8 at 3 Ogden’s 
May 9 at 12 


May 


May 9 at 11 


May 11 at12 


aieGvenner May 9 at 


Hvuoues, Joun, Abergele, Farmer May 9 at 12 Royal 
Hotel, Rhyl 

Ives, Witt1aM Henry, Paulton, Builder May 16 at 12.30 
Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corn st, Bristol 


Je.tey, Tuomas Henry, Stamford, Agent May 11 at 12 
Law Cuurts, New rd, Peterborough 

J1xks, GABRIELLE as 5 Masvaewens, Mantle Manufacturer 
May 9 at 2.30 kruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Jounson, Isaac lease verfordwest, Innkeeper May 
Satil Off Rec, 11, Quay st, Carmarthen 

Lurtoy, JAMEs, — May 8 at3 Exchange Hotel, 
Nicholas st, Burnl 

Neamuytu, CHARLES aie Chertsey, Corn Dealer May8 
at 11.30 24, » Reiner ae app, Loadon Bridj- 

Moagenan, Samus, Mi . Baker May 24at2.30 Off 
Rec, 4, Pavilion bldgs, Brigh ton 
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Pacr, Jonw Atzeret, Bishops Cleeve, Jeweller May8 at 3 
County Court bl Carey st 


i Warwick, Warwick May 8 at 10.30 Off 
Rec, 17, Hertford st, Coventry 

Punutirsy jifonoax, —— Builder May 9 at 12 Off 

Alexandra rd, Swansea 
a = Easasr Rey watt, C — Clerk May 9at 11.30 
Railway +» i 

Pov 1 CHARLES —- Bra field, Farmer Reading 
May 10 at 12 Queen’s Hotel, "7 * 

Pratt, a Hayman, Warwick, Tan Dryer May 8 at 
11 Off Rec, 17, Hertford st, Coventry 

SmirH, fm Swansea, Commission Agent May 8 at 12 
Off Rec, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 

TAYLOR, Ricuarp Cu = Northampton, Meat Salesman 
May 12at1 County Court bldgs, Northampton 

TurasHeEr, Jos, Frome, Geaeeser May léat1 Off Rec, 
Bank chmbrs, Corn st, Bristol 

Waa © Josxepn, Hucknall Torkard, Grocer May 8 at 12 
Off Rec, St Peter’s Church walk, Nottingham 

WExss, Wituas, Ashford, Farmer May 8 at 12.30 24, 
Railway app, London Bri 

belay x ~ fn Stockton on Tees, Dairyman May 9 at 3 
Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middlesborough 

vo Niwas, Golcar, oollen Manufacturer May 
liat 3 Off Rec, 6, Queen st, Huddersfield 

Winsrong, Gana Pucxsors, Cheltenham, Builder May 
8 at2.30 County Court bldgs, Cheltenham 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Assott, Witi1am, Southwark pk rd, Beerhouse Keeper 
High Court Pet April 11 Ord April 27 

A.rorp, Heyry Txomas, Melbury Abbas, 
Salisbury Pet April 26 Ord April 27 

Ba.uarp, Exviza, Manchester, Lodging House Keeper Man- 
chester Pet April 26 Ord April 26 

Bentiey, THomas, —— _ Hull, Auctioneer Kings- 
ton upon Hull Ord Apri 

Biemore, Tuomas, Luton, daw Hat Manufacturer Luton 
Pet April4 Ord April 26 

Bower, Wit.iam, Nottingham, Ironmonger Nottingham 
Pet April 27 Ord April 27 

Brewster, Tuomas, Rochester, Oilman Rochester Pet 
April 26 Ord April 25 

BrusHrie.p, ALreep, Cheltenham, ae Maker Chel- 
tenham Pet April 27 Ord April 2 

BurveicH, Rosert Wit114m, U xbridge, Draper Windsor 
Pet April 25 Ord April 25 

Cuarves, Ernest Decce, Stourport, Ironmonger Kidder- 
minster Pet April 24 Ord April 24 

Cusey Wiuam, Farmer Exeter Pet April6 Ord 

2 


Labourer 


Geen.” dene Wittram Cross, Middlesborough, Surgeon 
Stockton on Tees Pet Mar 30 Ord April : 25 

Covuttuarp, Jouy, Abchurch lane, East’ India Merchant 
High Court Pet Feb 16 Ord April 26 

Daz, Francis, Eliingstring, Yorks, Policeman North- 
allerton Pet Mar 31 Ord April 25 

=~ Epwakrp, Polesworth, Licensed Victualler Bir- 

ngham, B Pet April 4 Ord April 26 
Ev A tT RIcHarp, em Bootmaker Wrexham Pet 


ril 25 Ord April 25 
a. Sampson, a Grocer High Court Pet April 
27 Ord April 28 


Fawkver, Sagan, spats, Farmer Macclesfield Pet 
April 25 Ord April 25 

Fereuson, Wittiam J, Bucklersbury High Court Pet 
Novs Ord April 27 

Fox, SamvugL, Nottingham, Hosier Nottingham Pet April 
26 Ord April 26 

GorriieB, SELIGMAN, 7 pee Baker High Court 
Pet April2 Ord A ril 2% 

Garren, Daniet, St Helen’s, Grocer Liverpool Pet April 
27 Ord April 27 


P’ 
Haves, Auraep, ree im Bank Clerk High Court Pet 
April 26 Ord A 
Hepwosrtu, Guonen "Haifa, Hotel Keeper Halifax 
H ye —% F erpoal Pro : 
ENRY, JouN, Liverpool, Professor of Singing Liverpool 
Pet April 28 Ord April 28 ons 
Heremany, Henry, and Gernarp Birkexre.p, London 
all, Resta tomas 3 Keepers High Court Pet april 4 
Ord April 25 
Hewxvey, George Ferepericx, Oxford circus, Tailor 
High h Court Pet April 23 Ord April 25 
Hocuman, Icyativs, Houndsditch, Hairdresser High 
Leicester Pet 


Court Pet April3 Ord April 25 
Tlorne, Ric same, a Pawnbroker 
April 6 APuinet 
Hueues, T, ington, Licensed Victualler 


High 
Court Pet — 26 Ord April 26 ’ 
Jetiey, Tuomas Henry, Stamford, Agent Peterborough 
Pet "April 26 Ord April 26 
Joxes, Josuua, Cowbridge, Commission Agent Cardiff 
Pet April 27 Ord April 28 
Kyow.es, Jonny Heyry, and Austin Mircue., High 


Wycombe, Provision Dealers Aylesbury Pet ‘Mar 31 
Ord Ap ril 26 
Masox, ane — my Kquaioense leMorthen, Butcher Sheffield 
Pet A: 28 
Maynarkp, ty Kidderminster, Cooper Kidderminster 
April 2% Ord April 
Mic HAEL, JoHN, Cwmtillery, ‘Grocer Tredegar Pet April 
Urd April 26 
Morcax, Price, Dinas, Glam, Grocer Pontypridd Pet 
April 23 Ord April 27 


Owen, Wituiam, New —y Draper Newport, Mon Pet 
April 23 Ord Apri 
Pearsox, CHARLES +e St John’s Wood, Carver 


High Court Pet April 28 Ord April 28 

Povey, Cuartes Freperick, Bradfield, Berke, Farmer 
Reading Pet April 21 Ord April 25 

Puiturs, Watter, Lee, Engineers High Court Pet 
April 19 Ord April 25 

Prarr, Henry, Ystrad Rhondda, Butcher 
Pet April 2 Ord April 27 

Paart, Tuomas Hayman, pee Tan Dyer Warwick 
Pet April 26 Ord April 2 

Repman, Anraur Ramspen, Burton on Trent, Tobacconist 

urton on Trent Pet April 27 Ord April 27 


Pontypridd 





Ruiter, % 2 Botox. sprapen, Jeweller Liverpool 


4 Ord April 27 
Seam Henry, Queen Victoria st, Furrier High Court 
Ro = Cc ~~ can “os Kingston Pe, Shi 
uTH, Curistorner THomas, upon ip- 
y t Kingston upon Hull Pet April 26 Ord 
Sanvo, Kxup, Wool Ex , Commission Merchant 
High Court Pet Jan 4 April 23 
Geneon, soem, a a Grocer South- 
Pet Aj Ord A 


ouch, Gonos, I Uandudno, Car - A Bangor Pet 
A 


2 
Spencer, , hy Howrnny, Rathbone pl. Watchmaker 
Court April 14 “ry 
SprinoTuorre, eeu Derby, Lace Hand Derby Pet 
A 27 


pril April 27 
Taytor, Groror, Leeds, Cabinet Maker Leeds Pet April 
27 ‘Ord April 27 


Tues, Davin Beysamix, Liansamlet, Collier Neath 

a Pet A Ho ; ag ¥ LD 

HOMAS, JAMES ucH Tomas, Longer rapers 

Liverpool et ay April 28 Ord April 28 

THRASHER, —« & Frome, Carpenter Frome Pet April 26 
Ord Ai 26 


Toca, mre ty tones hborough, Brickmaker Leicester 
4 

vee ~FRAscis i , a Le . mae Dealer 
High Court Pet March 30 Ord April 

Vouces, Arraur Epwarp yee Chesterfield, School- 
muster Chesterfield Pet April 28 Ord April 28 

Wess, Joun, Chigwell, Victualler Chelmsford 
Pet March 28 Ord A) 

Wuarreneap, Hersert ing Wakefield, Clerk Wake- 
field Pet April2s April 28 

Witpsmitu, Gzorce Henry, ee Woollen Merchant 
Leeds Pet April 11 Ord Ap ril 2 

Wikis, Cornwett Fever, Church Lench, Groom Wor- 
cester Pet April 24 Ord April24 


The enng | amended notice is substituted for that pub- 
i in the London Gazette of April 20 :— 


Suarrer, W F, Old Broad st, Financial Agent High 
Court Pet Nov2s8 Ord Apell 13 12 


SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 


May 7.—Mr. Atrrep Ricuarps, at the Mart, E.C., at 2 
Y fuk Freehold Ground-rents (see advertisements, 
April a1, p. 408; April 28, p. 428). 

May 8.—Messrs. Hernina, Son, & Daw, at the Mart, E.C., 
at 2 o’clock, Freehold Residences and a Long Leasehold 
Property = see advertisement, April 28, p. 428). 

May 9.—Mr. Cuarces P. Wurrevey, at ithe Mart, E.C , at 
2 o’clock, a Freehold Buildi - (see advertisements, 
April 21, p. 3; April 28, p. 4 
y 9.—Mesars. ‘Epwix Fox & OUBFIELD, at the Mart, 
E.C., at 2 o’clock, a Freehold Building Estate a ad- 
vertisements, April 21, p. 408; this week, 

May 9.—Messrs. W. W. Reap & Co. ., at the Ravensbourne 
Inn, Catford Hill, 8.E., at 6 o’clock, Freehold — 
me also Building Land (see advertisement, April 28, 
Dp. 4 

May 10.—Messrs. Faresrotruer, Exviis, Crarx, & Co., at 

e Mart, E.C., at 2 o'clock, a Leasehold Estate (see 
detailed advertisement, April 14, p. 4). 

May 10.—Messrs. Faresroruer, Ex Lis. Ci ARK, & Co., 
the Mart, E.C., at 2 o’clock, d and I h 
— (see detailed Ne eed April 7 1 p. 











All letters intended for publication in the 
“ Solicitors’ Journal” must be authenticated 
by the name of the writer. 

Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the 
Journal with regularity, it is requested that 
application be made direct to the Publisher. 


Subscription, PAYABLE IN ADVANCE, which in- 
cludes Indexes, Digests, Statutes, and Post- 
age, 528, WEEKLY REPORTER, in wrapper, 
26s. ; by Post, 28s. Soxnicirors’ JOURNAL, 
26s. Od. ; by Post, 28s. Od. Volwmes bound 
at the office—cloih, 2s. 9d., halt law calf, 
5s. 6d. 


MESSRS. STIMSON & SONS, 
Auctioneers, Surveyors, and Valuers, 
8, MOORGATE STREET, BANK, E.C., 
AND 
2, NEW KENT ROAD, 8.E. 
(Opposite the Elephant and Castle). 


UCTION SALES are held at the Mart, 
Tokenhouse-yard, City, on the second and last 
Thursdays in each month and on other days as occasion 


mTTMSON & SONS undertake SALES and LETTINGS 
by PRIVATE TREATY, Valuations, Surveys, Negotiation 
ot Mortgages, Receiverships in Chancery, Sales by par 
of Furniture and Stock, Collection of Rents, &c. Separa’ 
printed Lists of House , Ground-Rents for Bale, 
and Houses, &c., to be Let, are ed on the ist of each 
month, and can be had on ication ur free by 
‘or insertion. Tele- 





graphic address, “ Servabo, wn” 








SALE DAYS FOR THE YEAR 1894. 


RS. 9 EROTESS, 
eee Bt Se foll 


ELLIS, 


lowing 
te held he been during the 1894, 
the, ction Want, Hebeoene yond waar te 
Thur, bane 2 gel July 19 Thurs., Oct. 11 
ed., May 30 Thurs., July 26 Thurs., Oct. 25 
Ther. pry 7 Thurs., Aug. 2 Thurs., Nov. 1 
Thurs., June 14 Wed., ‘Aug. 15 Thurs., Nov. 15 
Wed., Tune 20 Thurs., Aug. 30 Thurs., Nov. 29~ 
jurs., June 23 Thurs., Sept. 13 Tues., Dec. 4 
Thurs., July 12 Thurs., Sept. 27 urs., Dec. 13 








Other appointments for immediate Sales will also be 
& Co. publish in th 

pu n the 

sot The nes very Saturda: 


jon. Re. ss Fleet. 
poy hE and 18, charge om open 


SUMMARY OF AUCTIONS, 
to be held by MESSRS. 
AREBROTHER, ELLIS, CLARK, & CO., 
At the AUCTION MART, E.C., 
On THURSDAY, 10th MAY, 1894. 








PRs LEASEHOLD INVEST MENTS, producing at 

ped mn oy time a net aaa of £1,448 ged anoum, inde 

pendently of unlet portions estimated to produce an addi 
tional rental of £365 per annum. 





Superior LEASEHOLD RESIDENCES at Bromley, let 
4 To — at rents amounting to £340 per annum. In 





Secure ont Improving FREEHOLD INVESTMENTS, 

ucing £710 annum, com, valuable y- 

sensed Public-house at at pale ame Fy wall, also an exten- 
sive wharf and premises. 





epaaite FREEHOLD and LEASEHOLD INVEST- 


ENTS, amount’ to over £2,100 per annum, arising out 
of capital Shops Business ises, &c., prominently 
situate at Stoke Newington and Clapton-common. In Lots. 





29, FLEET STREET, TEMPLE BAR, 
18, OLD BROAD STREET, E.C., 
and 
191, FINCHLEY ROAD, HAMPSTEAD. 


WEYBRIDGE, 








A charming Freehold Residential Property, situate on high 
ground in the best part of this eg district. The 
house is of modern construction, is replete with every 


tached stabling for four horses with coach house and 
living rooms wns small farmyard, and well wooded and 
ue grounds of about two acres, with greenhouses, 

ernery, &c. With possession. 
ESSRS. ELLIS & SON are directed to 
SELL by AUCTION, at the ocAwe, Tokenhouse- 
yard, E.C., on FRIDAY MAY 25th next, at TWO o'clock 
y. the above FREEHOLD PROPERTY, known as 
situate at the corner of York-roud and Oatiands- 
= Weybridge, and about a mile from the railway sta- 


pa with plan and conditions of sale, may be 
obtained of Messrs. Vlapham, Fitch, & Co., Solicitors, 16, 
Devonshire-square; at the Mart, EC. ; and of Messrs. 
Ellis & Son, ‘Auctioneers and Surveyors, 45, F 
street, City. 


CHAMPION HILL, 8. E. 
A superior Residence, ah get in the best part of 
e hill. 


N ESSRS. ELLIS & SON will offer for 
SALE by AUCTION, at the MART, Tokenhouse- 
yard, E.C., on FRIDAY, MAY 25th next, at ‘TWO o'clock 
oe ~~ excellent LEASEHOLD RESIDENCE known 
Re ‘No he Terrace, Champion-hill, a few minutes’ walk 
from har Denmark-hill or Mast Dulwich railway stations. 
The huuse contains ee te oa —, bath 


‘enchurch- 


room, three cn eng elected and good 

domestic offices; a Ly a. selected vowith luxuriant 

growth of shrubs on lease for 38 years 

unexpired at a pte be of an With possession. 

w and nee of mee 4 be had ‘, 
. A. Crump & Philpot-lane, a 

the Mart; . and of Messrs. Bia @ fon Auctioneers and 


Surveyors, ow 45, Fencharch-ctzest, Ci 


ESSRS. ROBT. W. MANN SON, 
SURVEYORS, VALUERS, 
AUCTIONEERS, HOUSE AND ESTATE AGENTS, 
Rost. W. Mawws, F.S.1., Tuomas R. Raxsom, F.S.1, 
J. Baasnaw Many, F.8.1., W. H. Maxy), 

12, Lower Grosvenor-place, Eaton-square, 8.W., and 
32, Lowndes-street, Belgrave-equare, 8.W. 





“ast 


SURREY, near GUILDFORD. 

Charming Freehold Residential Property, known as Send™ 
hurst , standing in a prettily timbered miniature 
park of 33 acres, bounded by the main road from London 
to Guildford, and within easy distance of Woking Station, 
whence don is reached by an excellent service of 
trains in less than one hour. The picturesque modern 
residence, situate on rising ground, commanding a beauti- 





| 
| 


ful and hilly landscape, contains entrance halls, four | 
reception rooms, conservatory, seventeen bed and dressing | 


rooms, bath room, &c., and ample domestic offices. The 
subsoil is gravel, the drainage has recently been re- 
arranged on the best modern principles, and water is laid 
on from the Woking Company’s mains. The house is 
surrounded by lawns, pleasure grounds. shrubberies, and 
well-stocked kitchen and orchard gardens, vinery, and 
forcing pits; near are a four-stall stable, loose box, 
coachhouse, and other out-buildings; also two cottages 
for men servants. 


ESSRS. BEADEL, 
instructed to SELL by AUCTION. at the MART. 
Tokenhouse-yard, London, E.C., on THURSDAY, MAY 
24, at TWO o’clock precisely, the above valuable FREE- 
HOLD PROPERTY, with possession. 
rticulars, plans, and conditions of sale may be obtained 
of Messrs. Gedge, Kirby, & Millett, Solicitors, 1, Old Palace- 
yard, Westminster, 8.W.; at the Mart; and, with orders to 
view, of Mesers. Beadel, Wood, & Co., 97, Gresham-street, 
London, E.C. 


PALL MALL. 


Very valuable Freehold Building Estate, on the north and 

st side, having south aspect, possessing a commanding 

frontage, and covering the large superficial area of about 
3,700ft. 


NV ESSRS. EDWIN FOX & BOUSFIELD 

will LET by AUCTION, on a BUILDING LEASE, 
for 99 years, at the MART, on WEDNESDAY NEXT, 
MAY 9th, at TWO, the exceedingly valuable and important 
FREEHOLD ESTATE, forming the site of the extensive 
mame et lofty premises, attractively situate, being No. 4%, 

-mall, one of the best positions in this first-class 
thoroughfare, having back entrance in Rose and Crown- 
yard, a frontage of 37ft. and extencing toa depth of 104ft., 
the total superficial area being about 3,700ft., but little 
controlled by ancient lights, admirably adapted for the 


sional, commercial, and residential purposes. Available, 


| Tuesday 


WOOD, & CO. are | 
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SALES BY AUCTION FOR THE YEAR 1894. 


\ ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, 
4 FARMER, & BRIDGEWATER beg to announce 
that their SALES of LANDED ESTATES, Investments, 
Town, Suburban, and Country Houses, Business Premises, 
Building Land, Ground-Rents, Advowsons, Reversions, 
Stocks, Shares, and other Properties will be held at the 
AUCTION MART, Tokenhouse-yard, near the Bank of 
England, in the City of London, as follows :— 
1894. 

Tuesday, June 26 
| Tuesday, July 3 
| Tuesday, July 10 
| Tuesday, July 17 
| Tuesday, July 24 
| Tuesday, July 31 
Tuesday, Aug. 7 


Tuesday, Aug. 14 
Tuesday, Aug. 21 
| Tuesday, Oct. 2 
| Tuesday, Oct. 16 
| Tuesday, Oct. 30 
| Tuesday, Nov. 13 
| Tuesday, Dec. 4 


Tuesday, May 8 
Tuesday, May 22 
May 29 

y, June 5 
Tuesday, June 12 
, June 19 


Auctions can also be held on other days, in town or | 
Messrs. Debenham, Tewson, | 


country, by arrangement. 


Farmer, & Bridgewater undertake Sales and Valuations 





also, as a site fora bank, assurance office, or club-house, | 


the extent and situation alike suiting either of these special 


objects. Possession will be given on completion of the | 


letting. 
letting. 

Particulars of Edward P. Davis, Esq., Solicitor, 57, New 
Broad-street, E.C.; and of Messrs. Edwin Fox & Bous- 
field, 99, Gresham-street, Bank, E.C. 


CITY OF LONDON. 


Freehold vacant Building Land, over half an acr« 
tent, with commanding frontage, close to Fenchurch- 


The materials on the ground included in the | 


in @X- 


street, Aldgate, and the Minories, as also to the Haydon- | 


square Goods Station and Great Eastern Terminus in 
Fenchurch-street. 


N ESSRS. EDWIN FOX & BOUSFIELD 
I will SELL at the MART, on WEDNESDAY, MAY 
23, at TWO, in One Lot, by order of the Directors of the 
East and West India Dock Company, 

A very valuable and Important FREEHOLD ESTATE, 
advantageously situate in Jewry-street, Aldgate, within 


land-alley, comprising 25,924 superficial feet of 
available for the erection of numerous warehouses, 
for one or more extensive blocks of buildings, as also for a 


for Probate and other purposes, of Furniture, Pictures, 
Farming Stock, Timber, &c. 

DETAILED LISTS OF INVESTMENTS, Estates, 
Sporting Quarters, Residences, Shops, and Business Pre- 
mises to be Let or Sold by private contract are published on 
the 1st of each month, and can be obtained cf Messrs. 
Debenham, Tewson, Farmer, & Bridgewater, Estate Agents, 
Surveyors, and Valuers, 80, Cheapside, London, E.C. Tele- 
phone No. 1,503. 


ST. JOHN’S WOOD. 
A Freehold Ground-rent of £500 per annum of the highest 
class, amply secured upon an extensive pile of modern 
buildings, the rack-rentals of which are estimated at 


estimated at £2,600 per annum. 
\ ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, 
4 FARMER, & BRIDGEWATER will SELL, at the 
MART, on TUESDAY, MAY 27, at TWO, the FREE- 
HOLD GROUND-RENT of £500 per annum, abundantly 
secured upon the noble block of buildings known as Hamil- 
ton-house, Grove-end-road, 8t John’s Wood. The property 
comprises ground and five upper floors, divided so as to form 
suites of superior residential flats, having an estimated 
rack-rental value of upwards of £2,600 per annum, thus 
offering to trustees, public companies, insurance offices, and 


erection of a handsome pile of buildings devoted to profes- | others 4 rare opportunity of acquiring a thoroughly sound 


investment, with the prospect of a large increase in the 
future. 
Particulars of the Auctioneers, 80, Cheapside. 


HYDE PARK GATE, 

\ Freehold Ground-rent of £450 per annum, arising from a 
handsome pile of modern buildings, comprising tive floors 
of superior residential flats, having the most approved 
modern arrangements and appliances, the present esti- 
mated rental value of which is about £1,740 per annum, 
thus offering to trustees and others an exceptional oppor- 
tunity of acquiring an unquestionably sound present 
investment with the prospect of a large increase in the 


future. 

M ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, 
4 FARMER, & BRIDGEWATER will SELL, at 
the MART, on TUESDAY, MAY 29, at TWO, the 





] 
| 


| 
} 
| 





| FREEHOLD GROUND-RENT of £450 per annum, amply | 


secured upon the imposing block of buildings, No. 37, 


| Hyde-park-gate, occupying one of the very finest positions | 

| at the West-end, directly overlooking the drive in Hyde- | 
park, nearly opposite Queen’s-gate, and within a few yards | 

” ; | of the Royal Albert Hall. 

the City of London, with return frontage to Nortlumber- | Pere 7° ay ye 


land, | 
or | 


railway carrier’s yard, goods depot, and receiving house, | 


being close to Haydon-square Goods Station, to Fenchurch- 
street Passenger Station, and in the heart of the improve- 
ments in the eastern quarters of the City, which must be 
greatly enhanced in value by the opening of the Tower 
Bridge. By judicious development great scope is afforded 
for creating Vity freehold ground-rents, while fer occupa- 
tion in its entirety it is not once in a generation that such 
an opportunity presents itself of acquiring so large an area 
of vacant freehold land in the City of London, absolutely 
uncontrolled by ancient lights. 

Particulars of Messrs. Freshfields & Williams, Solicitors, 
Bank-buildings, E.C.; and of Messrs. Edwin Fox & Bous- 

am-street, Bank, E.C. 


HOLLOWAY. 
Sound Investments in Long Leasehold Shops. 


N ESSRS. EDWIN FOX & BOUSFIELD 
will SELL, at the MART, on WEDNESDAY, 
MAY 23, at TWO, in Lots, First-class Long LEASt HOLD 
SHOP PROPERTY, for investment, capitally situate near 
to the Nag’s Head, and in the centre of the best trading 
position in this populous district, where five leading 
thoroughfares unite, and comprising as follows : 


No. 824, Holloway-road, leased at per annu1a 
No. 326, ” 


” ” 


£150 
120 
1 
150 
150 


230 


” ” 
” 

” ” ” ‘ 
+» Vacant, worth per annum 
+> leased at per annum 


LORD 


Held on separate leases direct from the freeholder, for 
nearly 80 years unexpired, at low ground-rent amounting 
to £157 per annum, and affords a sound and improviog in- 
vestment. 

Particulars of Messrs. Sheffield, Son, & Powell, Solicitors, 
23, St. Swithin’s-lane, E.C.; at the Mart; and of Messrs, 
Edwin Fox & Boustfield, No. 99, Gresham-street, Bank, E.C, 


Particulars of the Auctioneers, 80, Cheapside. 


WEST SMITHFIED. 


| 


By order of the Trustees of the will of the late W. Burch- | 
tield, Esq.—A well-secured Freehold Ground-rent of £250 | 


per annum, arising from part of the capital modern ware- 
house and offices in Cock-lane, West Smithfield, in the 
occupation of Messrs. Phillips & Tribe, Wholesale Pro- 
vision Merchants. Preliminary. 

\ | ESSRS. DEBENHAM, 

4 FARMER, & BRIDGEWATER 

above valuable 


will 


| MART, on TUESDAY, JUNE 12, at TWO. 


| Tuesday, May v2 


Tuesday, June 26 


| 


a9 


Further particulars of 8. Pilley, Esq., Solicitor, 29, Bed- 


ford-row ; and of the Auctioneers, 80, Cheapside. 


\ 


Forthcoming Sales for the Year 1894. 


ESSRS. E. & H. LUMLEY, 


James’s-house, %2, St. James’s-street, 
’ 


of St. 


London, 


TEWSON, | 
SELL the | 
FREEHOLD GROUND-RENT, at the | 


S.W., beg to announce for the forthcoming year the | 


following DAYS of SALE, 
Tok+nhouse-yard, E.C., but in addition other dates can be 
arranged for special sales, Terms on application :— 
Tuesday, May 15 Tuesday, July 3 | Tuesday, Sept. 11 
Tuesday, July 10| Tuesday, Oct. 2 
Tuesday, July 31 | Tuesday, Nov. 6 
Tuesday, Aug. 14| Tuesday, Dec. 4 
Tuesday, Aug. 28 | 

Messrs. E. & H. Lumley announce in the advertisement 
columns of “‘ The Times,” on Wednesdays and Saturdays, 


Tuesday, June 5 


at the AUCTION MART, | 


a complete list of their Sales, which will include Estates in | 


England, Ireland, and Scotland, town and country proper- 
ties, ground-rents, reversions, gas and water shares, &c. 
In cases where property isto be included in these sales, 
ample notice oul be given in order to insure due 
publicity.—St. James’s-house, 22, St. James’s-street, 5.W. 


\ ESSRS. H. GROGAN & CO., 101, Park- 
A street, Grosvenor-square, beg to call the attention of 
ntending Purchasers to the many attractive West-End 
Houses which they have for Sale. Particulars on applica- 
tion. Surveys and Valuations attended to. 


——— 


CHOICE HIGH-CLASS INVESTMENTS, proieding over 
£1,430 per annum, secured upon Freehold and Corpora. 5 
tion Leasehold Business and Residential Property in they 
City and West End.—By direction of the Trustees of the 
Will of the late Robert Elliott, Esq. 


RUSH WORTH & STEVENS are instructed) 

\ t SELL by AUCTION, at the MART, E.C,, ogu 

WEDNESDAY, MAY 23rd, at TWO o'clock precisely, igG 

bive Lots, the following very valuable PROPERTY :— 4 
Rent 

Freeholds. m Lease, 

CITY of LONDON.—Callum-street, Nos. 15, 16, q 

17, important Business Premises and a fully- 
licensed Restaurant. Total frontage, 73 feet 

Corporation Leaseholds. 
Renewable for ever at nominal ground-rents and 
moderate fines, a tenure almost equal to free- 


£685 


hold. 
NEW BOND STREET (No. 8).—Commanding 
Business Premises. Frontage about 34 feet ... 
STRATFORD PLACE (No. 17), Oxford-street. 
A commodious Town Residence. with stabling £180 
An improved GROUND-RENT of £67 per annum 
together with an improved FINE every fourteen years of @ 
£370 net, perpetually renewable, arising out of Nos. 166,” 
166, and 167, New Bond-street, and other adjoining pro-¥ 
erty. 
, Particulars may be had of Messrs. Sharman & Trethewy, 9 
Solicitors, Bedford; at the Mart ; and of the Auctioneers, @ 
22, Savile-row, W. 


FURTHER ISSUE OF 
£2,000,000 

PER CENT. METROPOLITAN © 

CONSOLIDATED STOCK. 


£450 


£2} 


Minimum price of Issue, £93} per cent. 

A full quarter’s dividend is payable on the 1st of Septeme 
ber, 1894. Aurnorizep py Her Masesry’s Treasor¥ 
under 32 and 33 Vic., cap. 102, and other Acts. 
rI\HE LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL give 

notice that they will be prepared to receive sealed 7 
Tenders for the whole or any part of the above on the 8th 
of May, 1894, up to Two o’clock p.m., at the Bank of 
England; but no allotment will be made of a less amount 
than £10 Stock. 

The Stock will bear interest at the rate of £2} per cent, 
per annum. Dividends paid quarterly at the Bank of F 
England, on the Ist of March, the ist of June, the Ist of 
September, and the 1st of December ; but dividend warrants 
can be transmitted by post, if desired. The Council reserve 
to themselves the right at any time after the 19th of March, 
1920, to redeem the Stock at par, provided that one year’s 
notice of such redemption shull have been previously given 
in the ‘London Gazette.” The Stock, if not previously 
redeemed, will be redeemed at par on the Ist of September, 
1949. The Books of the Stock are kept at the Bank ot ' 
England. ‘Transfers and Stock Certificates are free of 7 
stamp duty. 

The Fund for peying dividends and redeeming principal 
is under the control of Her Majesty’s Treasury. 

A trustee, executor, or administrator may, unless expressly] 
forbidden by the instrument (if any) creating the trust, 7] 
invest any funds in Metropolitan Consolidated Stock. 4 

The dates at which the money will be required are as 
follows : 

On making the Tender £5 per cent. 

Op the 16th of May. 1894, so much as will leave £55 pet 
cent. to be paid afterwards. 

On the 25th of July, 1894, £20 per cent. 

On the 26th of September, 1894, £10 per cent. 

On the 31st of October, 1894, £25 per cent. 

On and after the 16th of May, payments in full will be 
received under discount at One per cent. per annum. 

Copies of the prospectus and forms of tender can bé 
obtained at this office, and at the Chief Cashier’s Office, 
Bank of England, or at any of the branches of that Bank. 

No tender will be received unless upon the printed form. 

By Order, 
H. E. Hawanrp, 
Comptroller of the Councils 
London County Council, 
Spring Gardens, 
lst of May, 1894. 


EDE AND SON, 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT 


To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of 
Judicial Bench, Corporation of London, &e. 


ROBES FOR QUEEN’S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


Law Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, 

Clerks, and Clerks of the Peace. 

Corporation Robes, University and Clergy Gowns 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. | 


Tov 





i give 
sealed 
sth 


of 





